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Stillwater State Forest, Montana
Department of Natural Resources
and Conservation (DNRC), is
planning the West Fork of Swift
Creek (West Fork) Timber Sale
Project. The proposed sale area
is located approximately 20 air
miles north of Whitefish, Montana
and west of Upper Whitefish Lake.
Harvesting would take place in
Sections 18, 19, 20, and 28 in
Township 34 north, Range 23 west,
and Section 13, Township 34
north, Range 24 west. The
VICINITY MAP can be found on page
5 and the TIMBER HARVESTING
ALTERNATIVE MAP is presented on
page 6.

In October of 2004, Stillwater
Unit produced the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement
(DEIS) for the West Fork Timber
Sale Project. This DEIS included
a 30-day comment period, open
until November 20, for anyone
that would like to respond.

This Executive Summary is part of
the Final Environmental Impact
Statement (FEIS) for the West
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Fork Timber Sale Project.
The FEIS presents:

- Corrections, updates, and
additions to the DEIS (any
significant changes are bolded
and italicized).

- The Proposed Decision from the
project decisionmaker.

- Copies of letters of comments
received on the DEIS; our
responses to those comments
are opposite the letters.

This Executive Summary:

- Is designed in accordance with
the Montana Environmental
Policy Act (MEPA) rules.

- Is written so that, with the
supporting photographs and
map, It is easily understood.

- Briefly describes the project
proposal and the alternatives
that have been considered.

- Updates the DEIS Executive
Summary.

- Informs you of the next step
in this project.

Johnson Creek. The possible
effects of logging and roadwork
to the creeks and specific
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negligible, and the reduction of
sediment going into the streams
from the roadwork that would be

fisheries habitats were also done with this project would
analyzed. Overall, the effects likely have a positive effect.
to fisheries should be

The Proposed Decision Within the FELS
and What is to- Follow

Robert L. Sandman, Northwest Area Manager, is the decisionmaker for
this project. He has included his proposed decision as a part of this
FEIS. His proposed decision is not the final decision. No sooner
than 15 days after the FEIS is published, Mr. Sandman may write a
Decision Memo to accept the proposed decision as the final decision or
he may write a complete Record of Decision for the project.

In general, the Proposed Decision selects Action Alternative B and
would implement the Alternative Practice that allows DNRC to use roads
currently restricted to motorized vehicles. The rationale for
choosing Action Alternative B includes:

« The largest amount of revenue would be provided to the school
trusts.

« Approximately 9.5 mmbf of timber would be contributed to DNRC’s
annual harvest requirements (sustained yield ARM).

e The costs of road repairs and amount of money being made from the
timber sale would show a better balance (costs versus revenue).

Action Alternative B proposes harvesting old-growth timber from stands
that are mainly subalpine fir and Engelmann spruce. Currently,
Stillwater State Forest has more older stands of subalpine fir and
Engelmann spruce than our analysis indicates is needed. Several of
these stands have been partially harvested in the past.

Following publication of the final decision on this project, such
sale-related chores as flagging unit boundaries, marking trees to be
left or trees to be cut, flagging boundaries of sensitive areas such
as Streamside Management Zones (SMZ), and staking roads for
reconstruction would be completed.

After these tasks are completed, a Timber Sale Contract would be
prepared. The Timber Sale Contract would need Land Board approval
before being offered for sale by public bidding. This project could
be sold in the late spring or early summer of 2005.
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- use skid trails that have been
used in past operations when
possible; and

- leave larger pieces of logging
debris on the ground following
the harvest.

DNRC estimates that less than 15

percent of the harvested areas

would have some level of soil
compaction.

WILDLIFE
THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES

Gray Wolf, Bald Eagle, and Canada
Lynx

With the mitigation measures
incorporated into the design of
the project, the effects to gray
wolves, bald eagles, and Canada
lynx are expected to be minor
under both action alternatives.

Grizzly Bear

Grizzly bears could be displaced
from some areas where habitat is
currently available. Displacing
bears from quality habitats could
affect grizzly bear survival and
reproduction to an unknown
degree.

IT Action Alternative B, with
additional mitigation measures
for road restrictions, or Action
Alternative C is selected,
negligible effects to grizzly
bears are expected.

If, instead, Action Alternative B
is implemented with the
Alternative Practice, the project
would temporarily exceed the
open-road density and decrease
security-core habitat below the
1996 baseline level for grizzly
bears. Due to open-road
disturbance, grizzly bear habitat
would be reduced for 2 nondenning
seasons, which would likely
displace grizzly bears from 732
acres. In addition, due to the
removal of native culverts, 1,052

acres of potential security core
woulld be affected for about 1
week in late summer.

Displacing grizzly bears from
quality habitats could affect
bear survival and reproduction to
an unknown degree.

SENSITIVE SPECIES
Fisher

Under either action alternative,
habitat structure for fishers
would be removed. Higher quality
habitat would be retained in the
no-harvest buffers around the
major streams in the project
area, and deadwood would be
retained throughout the proposed
harvest units. More habitat
would be affected under Action
Alternative B than C.

Pileated Woodpecker

Under either action alternative,
habitat structure for pileated
woodpeckers in the harvest areas
would be removed. Due to the
high elevation of the project
area, the quality of pileated
woodpecker habitat is expected to
be low. By retaining deadwood
throughout the harvest areas,
important habitat structure for
pileated woodpeckers would be
retained. The effects of both
action alternatives would be
about the same.

BIG GAME

Under each action alternative,
some minor displacement of big
game would occur. Action
Alternative B would produce more
effects than Action Alternative
C.

FISHERIES

The fisheries analysis considered
the presence of bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout in the
West Fork, Stryker Creek, and

DNRC has the task of managing
State school trust lands. The
primary purposes of this timber
sale project are to provide
income for the school trust,
grow new stands of healthy
trees, and improve the growth
and vigor of trees remaining in
the timber stands. This project
follows the State Forest Land
Management Rules (Annotated
Rules of Montana 36.11.401
through 36.11.450) and is based
on the premise that, for the
foreseeable future, timber
management will continue to be
the primary source of revenue.
Also that timber management will
be the primary tool for
achieving biodiversity
objectives on State forest
lands.

This proposed timber sale
project would log 5 to 9.5
million board feet (1,250 to
2,000 log truck loads) of
timber. Trees would be
harvested from 938 to 1,270
acres, depending on the
alternative chosen.

o SR ‘
The West Fork bridge is no longer able
to support the weight of heavy equipment
and fire engines and would be replaced
with a 75-foot steel bridge.

=
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In addition to harvesting
timber:

- At least one wooden bridge in
the project area would be
replaced with a 75-foot steel
bridge to improve access,
water quality, and safety.
Currently, this bridge on
Stryker Basin Road cannot
support heavy machinery or
fire engines.

- Several deteriorating log and
earthen stream crossings would
be removed.

- Approximately 3 miles of new
road would be built to access
harvest areas; following
harvesting operations, these
roads would be grass seeded
and closed to prevent
motorized use.

- Roads used for hauling would
be improved/repaired to
improve drainage, water
quality, and safety.

- Logged areas would be
prepared to grow new trees by
either broadcast burning or
piling slash and scarifying
the ground to allow seeds to
germinate or trees to be
planted.

i . .

Several deteriorating log and earthen
stream crossings, like this one, would
be removed.
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Public Concerns

In April of 2001, DNRC mailed a letter to let the public know that the
West Fork of Swift Creek area was being considered for a timber sale
proposal. The letter and an information pamphlet (Initial Proposal)
provided the project’s objectives, maps, an overview of past timber
harvesting, and the potential for a new timber harvest. The letter
also asked for responses if there were concerns about a timber sale in
this area; 10 responses were received.

A team made up of foresters, a wildlife specialist, a hydrologist, a
fisheries biologist, an engineer, and an economist was formed to study
the public’s concerns and the West Fork area. This team is called an
Interdisciplinary Team (ID Team).

By discussing the concerns and studying the area, we found that
effects of the proposed timber sale project would have on the
following resources or issues needed to be
explained.

« Vegetation (trees, including old growth)
« Hydrology (water)
« Soils
« Fisheries
« Wildlife
» Threatened and Endangered Species

Bald eagle

Canada lynx

Gray wolf
- Grizzly bear
> Sensitive Species
- Fisher
- Pileated woodpecker
> Big Game Species (deer, elk, and moose)
o Economics
« Management of roads

Swummary of Efecty

TREES AND OTHER VEGETATION

DNRC is guided to manage
Stillwater Forest for appropriate
representations of age classes
and types of forests. Some areas
of the forest should grow mostly
Engelmann spruce, while other
areas should grow a mix including
western white pine or western
larch. One objective for this
project is to harvest a portion
of the timber in an area and
regenerate the area with the
appropriate species of trees.
Action Alternatives B and C would
both regenerate some western
larch and western white pine
trees to assure that they will
continue to be a part of the
forest.

DNRC is also concerned about
managing for age classes on the
forest. We have a young age
class that covers 0- to 39-year-
old timber stands. According to
our data, this age class is
underrepresented on Stillwater
Forest compared to the timber
that was historically present.
We also have age-class groups of
40 to 100 years old, 100 to 150
years old, and 150 years old and
older.

According to our analysis,
Stillwater Forest has about
19,000 more acres in the oldest
age class (150 years and older)
than was present around 1900.
Action Alternative B would reduce
this age class by about 1 percent
and, In turn, increase the
youngest age class by the same
amount. Action Alternative C
would reduce the oldest age class
by approximately 0.7 percent and
increase the youngest age class
by that amount.

DNRC also considers old-growth
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forests in their analysis.
Approximately 8.7 percent of
Stillwater Forest meets the old-
growth definition. Action
Alternative B would harvest
approximately 286 acres of old-
growth timber. Action
Alternative C and No-Action
Alternative A would not harvest
old growth. All alternatives
meet the SFLM Rules in relation
to old-growth management.

WATERSHED AND HYDROLOGY

In the watershed and hydrology
analyses, specialists looked for
areas where soil could erode into
the West Fork, Johnson Creek,
Stryker Creek, or any of their
tributaries. With the repair of
roads and culverts and the
removal of deteriorated bridges,
the amount of sediment that would
reach the streams would be
reduced.

Following the harvesting of live
trees, the amount of snowfall and
rain that flows into creeks
increases primarily because the
larger trees that have been
harvested no longer use that
water. Therefore, the amount of
water running through the streams
in the West Fork and main Swift
Creek watersheds may increase
slightly. This slight increase
would continue for several years,
but would not noticeably change
the quality of the water in these
streams and Whitefish Lake.

SOILS

DNRC is concerned that logging
would compact and displace soil,
which may prevent trees from
growing as fast or as large as in
the past. Therefore, DNRC would:

- limit logging operations to
periods when the soil is dry;



Page 8

Alternailives:

GENERAL DIFFERENCES

Action Alternative B has several
differences than No-Action
Alternative A and Action
Alternative C. These are:

- Action Alternative B proposes to
harvest the same areas as Action
Alternative C, plus an
additional 332 acres in another
part of the project area.

- These additional acres in Action
Alternative B are accessed by
roads that are currently
restricted from public motorized
use. The SFLM Rules guide us to
look for other roads to
temporarily “restrict” while the
additional 332 acres are being
logged.

- Action Alternative B proposes to
harvest approximately 286 acres
in stands that meet DNRC’s old-
growth definition, whille Action
Alternative C does not enter
old-growth stands.

- Logging operations for Action
Alternative B would be more
difficult than logging
operations under Action
Alternative C. Specialized
skyline cable equipment would be
required to reach some areas.

- The value of the timber in
Action Alternative B is higher
due to the size and quality of
the trees and the high number of
trees per acre.

This broken native bridge is located on

GENERAL SIMILARITIES

In addition to other information
provided in this summary:

- Both action alternatives would
harvest areas that were logged
in the 1940s and 1950s. These
areas, now full of Engelmann
spruce and subalpine fir,
should be growing more western
larch and western white pine.

- Both action alternatives would
temporarily restrict 2 miles of
roads that are currently open
to public motorized use.

a stream in Section 30. Under Action
Alternative B, this bridge would be
removed and the banks would be restored
to prevent debris from falling into the
stream.

Excess slash on a regeneration-harvest
area would be piled and burned. The
preferred tree species would be planted
in the harvest area. This is an example
of Harvest Area 111 after harvesting.
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Developing the Project and Displaying the Concerns
During the period when the ID Team was developing plans for the timber
sale, the State Board of Land Commissioners (Land Board) in Helena
adopted the State Forest Land Management Rules (SFLM Rules). These
rules provide guidance on how DNRC will manage their forests and deal
with specific items that need to be considered when planning and
conducting a timber sale. The ID Team was directed to follow these
rules as they worked to finalize the timber sale proposal.

In general these rules cover management for/of:

- biodiversity (the forest conditions are managed for an appropriate
mix of stand structures and forest types);

- roads;

- watersheds;

- TFisheries;

- wildlife species, including those listed as threatened, endangered,
and sensitive, and big game;

- weeds; and

- economics.

The SFLM Rules may be found on the web at:
www.dnrc.state.mt._us/trust/fmb_htm

Vicinity Map
for the
West Fork Timber Sale Proposal

'® Red Meadow Lake

Herrig Peak

A
Stryker Peak

gc
kel
358
R
E
S ——

Legend

o .ﬁ;‘g@%\'

Project I~ =~

Area ~

g oo =

Stream
Courses *

Stillwater Unit
Headquaters




Page 6

i

Tomber -Harvesting Alternative Map
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like this “line machine”
would be used to harvest
trees from the steeper
areas.

and dead subalpine fir,

action alternatives.

The Legislature allocates most money made from timber
sales to subsidize schools such as the West Valley and
Bissell grade schools in Flathead County.

i
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Skyliné harvesting equipment

Trees, such as this dying

would be harvested with both

The timber stand conditions
include poor tree crowns.
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Alternatives

After studying the list of concerns, 3 possible choices (alternatives)
were developed by the ID Team. Each alternative was designed to
address a particular concern or group of concerns.

No-Action Allternative .4

JAction Alternative B ,:ﬂ'q'

Action Allernative C

No trees would be cut.

No roads would be improved.
Road maintenance projects, access to Fight fires, recreation, and
timber salvaging would continue as now.

No money would be contributed

to the school trust funds or

the Forest Improvement Program. &gﬁgm

.

1,270 acres of timber would be

harvested.

9.5 million board feet of

timber would be purchased by

sawmills.

31 miles of road would be

improved and 3.4 miles of new

roads would be built.

2 bridges would be replaced to W

allow access to more acres for EiCEsFg

forest-management and Fire- R

protection activities. VY g

Approximately $680,000 would be i 0 AR L T T

contributed to the school trust A landscape view of proposed Harvest
Area I. Approximately 72 acres would be

funds and $630,000 would be commercially thinned.

contributed to the Forest

Improvement Program.

e

rd ']
L

938 acres of timber would be
harvested.

5.7 million board feet of
timber would be purchased by
sawmills.

24.5 miles of roads would be
improved and 3.1 miles of new
roads would be built.

1 bridge would be replaced to
allow access to more acres for
forest-management and fire-
protection activities.

Though erosion-control measures would be
taken, temporary increases in sediment

Approximately $360,000 would be to the streams would occur during the
contributed to the school trust installation of culverts or bridges.

Once installed, the annual sediment
delivery would decrease to less than the
current amount.

funds and $380,000 to the
Forest Improvement Program.
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WEST FORK OF SWIFT CREEK TIMBER SALE PROJECT
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

January 2005

Enclosed is a copy of the West Fork of Swift Creek Timber Sale Project
Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS).

The proposed project is located approximately 20 miles northwest of
Whitefish, Montana in Stillwater State Forest.

This project was designed to generate income for the school trust,
regenerate new stands of trees, improve tree growth of the trees
retained in the harvest areas, and provide some substantial
improvements to the transportation infrastructure on Stillwater State
Forest.

The Department does not present a preferred alternative of the 2 action
alternatives analyzed in the FEIS at this time. The proposed harvests
include No-Action Alternative A, which treats 0 acres and harvests no
volume; Action Alternative B treats approximately 1,270 acres and
harvests 9.5 million board feet (mmbf); and Action Alternative C treats
approximately 938 acres and harvests 5.7 million board feet (mmbf).

My proposed decision in the FEIS is Action Alternative B. 1 anticipate
making my Ffinal decision in February 2005.

This FEIS is written in the format that can be understood by any
interest level and incorporates pictures in the Executive Summary to
promote project understanding. The FEIS consolidates Chapters 111 and
IV into a single section (CHAPTER 111 — EXISTING ENVIRONMENT AND
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES) that summarizes the analysis in plain
English. The tabbed appendices contain the bulk of the scientific
analysis information, which will need to be used for scientific,
technical, or legal review. Following review of the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) and the comments received on the
DEIS, no major changes were considered necessary. Some minor
corrections and additions were made to the DEIS; any changes, other
than grammatical, are shown in a bold, italicized, slightly larger
print in the FEIS.

APPENDIX H - COMMENTS AND RESPONSES displays the comments made by
responders to the DEIS and DNRC’s reply to the comments that
required a response.

Sincerely,

Robert L. Sandman
NWLO Area Manager
Northwestern Land Office
RLS:bm/mb
Enclosure
Cc: West Fork TS file



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (FEIS)

PREFACE

The Department of Natural Resources and Conservation (DNRC) wishes to present
a document that all interested parties could, regardless of their knowledge
level, read and be able to fully comprehend the project and its analysis.

We must also have a document that is scientifically and legally sound. In
the past, our experience has been that to produce a document that is easy to
understand by all interested people and still withstand the appropriate
scientific or legal review is extremely difficult.

The updated Executive Summary of the Final Environmental Impact Statement
(FEI1S) is designed to encompass the Montana Environmental Protection Act
(MEPA) rules. This information is written so that, with the supporting
photographs and maps, the Executive Summary is easily understood.

The body of the FEIS was redesigned to combine Chapters 11l and 1V into a
single chapter, CHAPTER 111 - EXISTING ENVIRONMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL
CONSEQUENCES. The analyses and conclusions that were completed by the
Interdisciplinary Team (ID Team) are summarized in plain language, thus
ensuring that all interested parties, regardless of their scientific or
technical abilities, are able to understand this proposal and its effects.

The members of the ID Team prepared the resource appendices; the discussions
include citations from other sources, such as research documents,
environmental assessments, etc. The lengthy discussions of methodologies,
research, monitoring, baseline studies, analyses, etc., have been completed
by the ID Team and are presented iIn the appendices. Because the analysis
work requires highly advanced technical procedures and terminology, the
information in the appendices needs to be utilized for any scientific,
technical, or legal review. APPENDIX H - COMMENTS AND RESPONSES displays the
comments made by responders to the DEIS and DNRC’s reply to the comments that
required a response.

Any additions to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS), other than
grammatical corrections, are shown in a bold, italicized, and slightly larger
print.
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CHAPTER 1

PURPOSE AND NEED

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTIONS

Stillwater Unit, Montana Department
of Natural Resources and
Conservation (DNRC), is proposing
the West Fork of Swift Creek (West
Fork) Timber Sale Project west of
Upper Whitefish Lake on Stillwater
State Forest. The project includes:

- harvesting timber,

- replacing up to 2 bridges,

- removing several deteriorating log
and earthen stream crossings, and

- @mproving drainage on roads
leading to the harvest areas.

IT a harvest alternative were
selected, 5 to 10 million board feet
(mmb¥) of timber would be harvested
from 948 to 1,278 acres. In
addition, depending on the
alternative, 1 or 2 wooden bridges
in the project area, which cannot
support heavy machinery or fire
engines, would be replaced. The
wooden bridge on Stryker Basin Road
would be replaced with a 75-foot
steel bridge; a 30-foot wooden
bridge on North Johnson Road would
be replaced with a temporary 30-foot
steel bridge. Also, several older
stream crossings in Stryker basin,
originally constructed with logs and
covered with dirt, are collapsing.
This proposal would remove the
collapsing structures and stabilize
the streambanks.

The project area for the timber sale
is located approximately 20 air
miles northwest of Whitefish,
Montana in Sections 18, 19, 20, 28,
29, 30, 31, 32, and 33, Township 34
north (T34N), Range 23 west (R23W)
and Section 13, T34N, and R24W. The
collapsing stream crossings are
located in Section 25, T34N, R24W
(see VICINITY MAP, back of front
cover).

PURPOSE OF PROPOSED ACTION

The primary objectives of this
harvest are to generate income for
the school trust, regenerate new
stands of trees, and improve the
growth of trees remaining in the
harvest areas.

The lands involved in the proposed
project are held by the State of
Montana for the support of specific
beneficiary institutions, such as
public schools, State colleges and
universities, and other specific
State institutions, such as the
school for the deaf and blind
(Enabling Act of February 22 1889:
1972 Montana Constitution Article X,
Section 11). The Board of Land
Commissioners (Land Board) and DNRC
are required by law to administer
these trust lands to produce the
largest measure of reasonable and
legitimate return over the long run
for these beneficiary institutions,
Section 77-1-2-2, Montana Codes
Annotated (MCA).

On May 30, 1996, DNRC released the
Record of Decision on the State
Forest Land Management Plan (SFLMP).
The Land Board approved the SFLMP’s
implementation on June 17, 1996. On
March 13, 2003, the Department
adopted Administrative Rules for
Forest Management (Rules)
(Administrative Rules of Montana
[ARM] 36.11.401 through 450). The
SFLMP outlines the management
philosophy and the proposal will be
implemented according to the Rules.
The philosophy is:

Our premise is that the best way to
produce long-term income for the
trust is to manage intensively for
healthy and biological diverse
forests. Our understanding is that
a diverse forest is a stable forest
that will produce the most reliable
and highest long-term revenue
stream.. In the foreseeable future,



timber management will continue to
be our primary source of revenue and
our primary tool for achieving
biodiversity objectives.

PROPOSED OBJECTIVES

In order to meet the goals of the
management philosophy adopted
through a programmatic review of the
SFLMP and the Rules, DNRC has set
the following specific project
objectives:

e Harvest 4 to 10 mmbf of sawtimber
to generate revenue for the
appropriate school trusts. The
sale would also provide a
sufficient amount of sawlog volume
to contribute to the sustained
yield for DNRC, as mandated by
State Statute 77-5-222, MCA.

e Improve the long-term productivity
of timber stands by increasing
stand vigor, reducing incidence of
insect infestations and disease
infections, and regenerating
portions of stands where timber-
stand growth is decreasing.
Actions would be done in a manner
that maintains site productivity
and favors the retention and
regeneration of appropriate tree
species (desired future conditions
[ARM 36.11.405]).

e Replace the bridge across the West
Fork in Section 29, T34N, R23W.

e Provide for additional benefits
and maintain options for sustained
revenue to the school trusts by
completing site improvements on
existing roads to improve
drainage, water quality, and
safety as recommended by current
Best Management Practice Standards
(BMPs) for Forestry.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
PROCESS

EIS DEVELOPMENT

This EIS was prepared in compliance
with the Montana Environmental
Policy Act (MEPA), which requires
State government to include the
consideration of environmental
impacts in its decisionmaking
process. Agencies are also required
to inform the public and other
interested parties about proposed
projects, environmental impacts that
may result, and alternative actions
that could achieve the project
objectives.

PUBLIC SCOPING

Public scoping occurs in the initial
stage of an EIS and is used to
inform the public that a State
agency is proposing an action. The
public has the opportunity to
express their comments or concerns
about the possible impacts of the
project.

In April 2001, DNRC solicited public
participation in the West Fork
Timber Sale Project proposal by
placing notices in the Whitefish
Pilot and Kalispell’s Daily
Interlake newspapers; an article
announcing the scoping of the
project was also published in the
Daily Interlake. In addition, a
letter that included maps and
general information about the
project and the project area was
mailed to individuals, agencies,
industry representatives, and other
organizations that had expressed
interest in Stillwater State
Forest”’s management activities. The
mailing list developed for this
project is in the project file.

The public-comment period for the
initial project proposal was open
for 30 days. As a result of the
letters and notices in the
newspapers, a total of 10 letters
and phone calls were received. The
issues and concerns identified
through the public scoping were
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summarized and used to further
refine the project.

The Interdisciplinary Team (ID
Team), made up of DNRC’s wildlife
biologist, hydrologist, and several
foresters, began compiling the
issues and gathering information
related to current conditions in May
of 2001.

The priorities of the Stillwater
Unit timber-sale program shifted
from this timber sale to fire
salvage during the remainder of 2001
and most of 2002 and 2003. In
February 2002, a letter updating
this project was sent to those on
the mailing list; no responses were
received. Another update letter was
sent to the groups and individuals
on the mailing list in February of
2004. This letter further described
the status of the alternative-
development process and provided
notice that the SFLM Rules (ARM
36.11.401 through 450) would be
followed on the project.

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
STATEMENT (DEIS)

A Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) was prepared in
October 2004. Public comments
related to the issues that could
affect the project were
incorporated into the document.
Upon publication, the DEIS and
Executive Summary were circulated
to individuals, groups, and
agencies requesting the
documents. Notification that the
documents were available on the
DNRC web page or at Stillwater
Unit was sent to the Whitefish
Pilot and Daily InterLake
newspapers, as well as to
individuals who requested
notification. Comments
pertaining to the DEIS were
accepted for 30 days. Three
responses to the DEIS were
received; those responses are
included in APPENDIX H - COMMENTS
AND RESPONSES.

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
STATEMENT (FEIS)

After public comments on the DEIS
were received, compiled, and
addressed, DNRC prepared this
FEIS. The FEIS consists,
primarily, of a revision of the
DEIS that incorporates new
information based on public and
internal comments. A proposed
decision was prepared by Robert
L. Sandman, Stillwater Unit
Manager, and is included at the
end of CHAPTER Il - ALTERNATIVES.
As with the DEIS, this FEIS will
also be published on the State
web site at:
http://www.dnrc.mt.gov/eis_ea.html

NOTIFICATION OF DECISION

Following publication of the FEIS,
the Stillwater State Forest Unit
Manager will review public comments,
the FEIS, and information contained
in the project file. No sooner than
15 days after publication of the
FEIS, the Unit Manager will consider
and determine the following:

e Do the alternatives presented in
the FEIS meet the project’s
purpose?

e Is the proposed mitigation
adequate and feasible?

e Which alternative or
combination/modification of
alternatives should be implemented
and why?

These determinations will be
published and all interested parties
will be notified. The decisions
presented in the published document
would become recommendations from
DNRC to the Land Board. Ultimately,
the Land Board would make the final
decisions regarding which actions to
implement.

Chapter | — Purpose and Need
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SCOPE OF THIS ENVIRONMENTAL
ANALYSIS

OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEWS RELATED
TO THE PROJECT

In order to address direct,
indirect, and cumulative effects on
many resources, the analysis must
incorporate past, present, and
future actions within a determined
analysis area. The locations and
sizes of the analysis areas vary by
resource (watershed, soils, etc.)
and species (grizzly bear, Canada
lynx, etc.) and are further
described by resource in Chapter 111
and the various resource appendices.
The following timber sales are
located within several of the West
Fork environmental analysis areas.

e Ongoing timber sales where the
environmental analysis has been
completed:

- Chicken/Werner Timber Sale
Project Environmental Impact
Statement (EI1S) (1999)

- Taylor South Timber Sale Project
EIS (2001)

- Good/Long/Boyle Timber Sale
Project Environmental Analysis
(EA) (2000)

- Dog/Meadow Timber Sale Project
EA (2003)

- Ewing Middle Ridge EA (2004)

e The Point of Rocks Timber Sale
Project was scoped in May/June of
2004 and the environmental review
is now In progress.

e The Ewing/Fish Lake and Old
Highway timber sale projects have
been identified on DNRC’s 3-year
timber sale list as the next
potential projects for Stillwater
Unit. Currently, no
proposal/proposed action has been
initiated and the potential
projects have not been scoped;
therefore, DNRC has not initiated
a preimpact study on these
proposals.

OTHER AGENCIES OR ENTITIES WITH
JURISDICTION RELATED TO THIS PROJECT

Montana Department of Fish, Wildlife
and Parks (DFWP)

DFWP has jurisdiction over the
management of Ffisheries and wildlife
in the project area. A Stream
Preservations Act Permit (124 Permit)
is required from DFWP for activities
that may affect the natural shape and
form of any stream or its banks or
tributaries.

Montana Department of Environmental
Quality (DEQ)

A Short-term Exemption from Montana’s
Surface Water Quality Standards (3A
Authorization) may be required if:

- temporary activities would
introduce sediment above natural
levels into streams, or

- DFWP feels a permit is necessary
after reviewing the mitigation
measures in the 124 Permit.

Montana Airshed Group

DNRC is a member of the Montana
Airshed Group, which regulates slash
burning done by DNRC. DNRC receives
air-quality permits through
participation in the Montana Airshed
Group.

Plum Creek Timber Company

Cooperative road-maintenance
activities by DNRC and Plum Creek
Timber Company occur on “cost-share”
roads to reduce sediment delivery
from roads.

ISSUES AND CONCERNS

Through the scoping process, resource
specialists of DNRC and other
agencies and the public raised
concerns about the project’s
potential impacts on the environment.
These concerns were considered by
DNRC in the development of project
alternatives (see CHAPTER I1). A
summary of the comments that were
incorporated in the alternatives is
presented by resource in TABLE 1-1 —
SUMMARY AND TRACKING OF ISSUES AND
CONCERNS FROM PUBLIC COMMENTS.
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TABLE I-1 — SUMMARY AND TRACKING OF

ISSUES AND CONCERNS FROM PUBLIC COMMENTS

RESOURCE CONCERN WHERE ADDRESSED IN
AREA OR ISSUE EIS PACKAGE
Vegetation The timber sale design should promote a CHAPTER 111 —

healthy and vigorous forest, reduce the
risks of wildfires, and improve the species
composition to levels and types that were
historically present.

This timber harvest, in conjunction with
other past timber sales, may have an affect
on the anticipated historic conditions of
the landscape.

EXISTING ENVIRONMENT
AND ENV IRONMENTAL
CONSEQUENCES and
APPENDIX B —
VEGETATION ANALYSIS

Water Quality
and Water Yield

Proposed activities, such as road
construction and timber harvesting, could
negatively affect several watersheds
tributary to Whitefish Lake. Increased
waterflows into streams, which could also
affect the water quality of the lake, may
occur as a result of these activities.

The West Fork of Swift Creek is listed as a
water-quality-limited stream; a Total
Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) calculation has
not been prepared for this stream.

CHAPTER TI1 —EXISTING
ENVIRONMENT AND
ENVIRONMENTAL
CONSEQUENCES and
APPENDIX D —
WATERSHED AND
HYDROLOGY ANALYSIS

Soils Timber harvesting can affect long-term soil CHAPTER 111 —EXISTING
productivity by removing biomass, and, ENVIRONMENT AND
therefore, nutrients from the harvest ENVIRONMENTAL
areas. CONSEQUENCES and

APPENDIX H — SOILS
Long-term soil productivity can be affected | ANALYSIS
by soil compaction and displacement.

Fisheries This project may further degrade fisheries CHAPTER 111 —EXISTING

habitat. ENVIRONMENT AND
ENVIRONMENTAL
CONSEQUENCES and
APPENDIX E —
FISHERIES ANALYSIS

Wildlife Logging activities and roads can cause loss | CHAPTER 111 —EXISTING
or fragmentation of habitat, affect the ENVIRONMENT AND
quality of habitat, displace species with ENVIRONMENTAL
special habitat needs, and cause increases igggﬁngNgEs @TgDLIFE
in open-road densities. ANALYSIS

Economics IT an action alternative of this project is | CHAPTER 111 —EXISTING

implemented, direct costs and impacts to
the local economy and selected
socioeconomic institutions would occur.

ENVIRONMENT AND
ENVIRONMENTAL
CONSEQUENCES and

APPENDIX G —
Some individuals feel that tourism and ECONOMICS
recreation have economic value in the area. | ANALYSIS
Timber stand access, road improvements, and
harvest methods can have an impact on the
project’s feasibility.
Road Management Changes to public access on Stillwater CHAPTER 111 —EXISTING

State Forest as a result of this project
are a concern.

ENVIRONMENT AND
ENVIRONMENTAL
CONSEQUENCES

Chapter | — Purpose and Need
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CHAPTER 11

ALTERNATIVES

INTRODUCTION

The purpose of Chapter 11 is to
introduce 2 action alternatives for
the West Fork Timber Sale Project,
summarize the effects of each action
alternative and the no-action
alternative, and present the
decisionmaker’s proposed
decision. This chapter will focus
on the development of the action
alternatives, summarize the
description of each alternative, and
briefly outline the probable
environmental consequences
associated with each alternative.
TABLE 11-2- SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL
EFFECTS summarizes the detailed
environmental effects analysis in
CHAPTER 111 — EXISTING ENVIRONMENT
AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES or
the various resource appendices.

DEVELOPMENT OF ALTERNATIVES

An 1D Team was formed in the spring
of 2001 to work on the West Fork
Timber Sale Project. The role of an
ID Team is to summarize issues and
concerns, develop management options
within the project area, and analyze
the potential impacts of a proposal
on the human and natural
environments.

DNRC began reviewing resources in
this area prior to 2000. Data was
collected for resources within the
project area to aid in the analyses
of wildlife habitat, hydrology,
fisheries, old-growth timber stands,
timber-harvest feasibility,
transportation systems, and
economics. Data was also used to
develop mitigation that could be
applied to the proposal.

Foresters provided the ID Team with
a harvest and road proposal to
accomplish and meet the desired
future forest conditions on
Stillwater Unit and the objectives
described in CHAPTER I — PURPOSE AND

NEED. The proposal addresses some
areas that were harvested around
1950 and currently have stand
conditions that would likely not
occur under natural processes
(Harvest Area 11). Another area,
Harvest Area 111, provides an
opportunity to regenerate new stands
of timber similar to the results of
a wildfire. The ID Team further
developed the proposal within the
framework of the SFLMP and its
administrative rules. The ID Team
discussed how to address both public
and internal issues, mitigations
required by the SFLM Rules, and
additional mitigations that may be
implemented to reduce or minimize
effects related to the project.
This proposal developed into Action
Alternative B.

During the initial evaluation of
Action Alternative B, issues related
to the harvesting activities in
Harvest Area 111, which do not occur
when harvesting in Harvest Areas |1
and 11, were noted by the ID Team.
Harvest Area 111 includes harvesting
in stands of old-growth timber; the
costs of logging, road development,
and site preparation are also higher
in Harvest Area 11l than costs
associated with Harvest Areas 1 and
I1. Issues with open-road density
levels are also more complex when
entering the locations in Harvest
Area Il1l. The open-road density
levels can be met in the Upper
Whitefish Lake Grizzly Bear
Management Subunit, although
existing open roads would be
restricted while implementing the
project.

Harvest Areas 1 and I1 would not
include old-growth timber stands,
but would require mitigation to meet
the open-road density level. Those
mitigation measures are in the form
of road restrictions within the West
Fork Timber Sale Project area.



Logging costs are minimized with the collapse. Both action alternatives

use of common skyline and ground- include upgrading roads to meet

based logging equipment. BMPs, removing the collapsing

Based on discussions and reviews of structures, and stabilizing the
streambanks.

the issues, the decisionmaker was
comfortable with developing a second
action alternative, Action
Alternative C, which would harvest
those areas in Harvest Areas | and
11, but not the areas in Harvest
Area 111.

The decisionmaker also asked
the ID Team to meet 2
additional objectives:
replace the bridge on the
West Fork and complete site
improvements on existing
roads to improve water
quality. These objectives
are listed in Chapter 1.

To relieve economic concerns
related to the removal of a
wooden bridge and
installation of a 75-foot
steel bridge across the West
Fork, Harvest Area I1l1-P was
added to both action
alternatives. Expected
returns from the harvest of : ;

Area I1-P would cover the Rotting West Fork wooden bridge that would be

eXE)enseg of Fhe_bridge work. replaced with a 75-foot steel bridge.
This bridge is instrumental ,

in accessing the Stryker
Basin area for fire
protection, timber
management, and recreation.

s J

Inventory and assessment work [&
was completed on existing o
roads within the project area gy
in 2004. This information :
has identified sections of
roads that should be improved
to meet BMP standards prior
to hauling logs. This
information also helped
identify several older stream
crossings as potential
sediment sources to the West
Fork. These crossings in
Section 25, T34N, R24W, and
Section 29, T34N, R23W, were
originally constructed with : u AT
logs and CO\_’er?d with dirt Collapsed native culvert that would be removed under
and are beginning to either action alternative.

¥ . i
J B Tl
WS > ik W
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ALTERNATIVE DESCRIPTIONS

This section describes No-Action
Alternative A and the developed
Action Alternatives B and C.

o Description of No-Action Alternative A

No large-scale timber harvesting
or roadwork would take place,
although salvage logging and
firewood gathering would likely
continue. Road reconstruction
beyond coordinated maintenance
agreements would not be conducted.
The bridge over the West Fork,
currently restricted to 5 tons or
less, would not be replaced at
this time.

Current road restrictions would
remain the same. Recreational
uses, such as hunting, fishing,
berry picking, and snowmobiling,
are expected to continue.

Fire-suppression and weed-control
efforts would continue.

Natural events, including plant or
forest succession, windthrow,
insect and disease outbreaks, and
wildfires, would continue to
occur. Future actions, including
timber harvesting, would be
proposed and undergo environmental
analysis before implementation.

No-Action Alternative A, which can
be used as a baseline for
comparing the environmental
consequences of Action
Alternatives B and C, is
considered a viable alternative
for selection.

o Description of Action Allernative B

Under this alternative,
approximately 9.5 mmbf would be
harvested from an estimated 1,270
acres. A description of the 3
harvest and silvicultural
prescriptions proposed under this
alternative will be explained
under Timber-Management
Activities. A more detailed
description of silvicultural
prescriptions, including
photographs, is presented under

SILVICULTURAL TREATMENTS and TABLE
I11-1 — SILVICULTURAL TREATMENTS BY
HARVEST AREA NUMBER FOR ACTION
ALTERNATIVES B AND C. A
description of the proposed road
plan and road-management options
proposed to implement this
alternative are provided under
Roadwork Activities. The WEST
FORK TIMBER SALE ALTERNATIVE B map
is included for reference on page
11-5.

> Timber-Management Activities

Within Harvest Area 1,
approximately 72 acres would be
commercially thinned by
utilizing a skyline cable system
to harvest approximately 50 to
70 percent of the trees. A
stand stocked with primarily
Douglas-fir and western larch
trees over 7 inches diameter at
breast height (dbh) would
remain.

| "R v "‘TI: - ST
Landscape view of proposed Harvest Area
1. Approximately 72 acres would be
commercially thinned.

Within Harvest Areas 11-A, 11-C,
11-G, 1l1-H, and 11-P, harvests
of group selection and overstory
removal are proposed on 866
acres. Due to timber-harvest
treatments in the 1950s and the
mosaic of age classes and tree
sizes left in these areas, the
amount of trees actually
harvested per acre would vary
from none to small clearcuts.

Chapter 11 — Alternatives
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Although the majority of the Within Harvest Areas 11I-1, 111-

area could be harvested with J, -, 111-M, 111-N, and I111-
ground-based systems, skyline 0, regeneration harvests are
cable systems would be necessary proposed on 308 acres and would
in some locations. Associated utilize a combination of ground-
with logging, a dozer or based and skyline-cable systems.
excavator would pile logging Groups of trees, ranging from a
slash and prepare sites for the few trees to several acres,
planting of western larch and would be left standing in the
western white pine seedlings. harvest areas following

A mid-ground view of Harvest Area II,
where group-selection and overstory-
removal harvest treatments would be done
on approximately 866 acres.

Landscape view of Harvest Area I11I.
Regeneration harvests are proposed on
approximately 308 acres would utilize a
combination of ground-based and skyline-
cable logging systems.

A closer view of Harvest Area Il1.

A foreground view of Harvest Area III.

Page 11-4 West Fork of Swift Creek Timber Sale Project FEIS




FIGURE __ 1

26

35

23

/\

\ <<mmﬁ _uo:A ._._chq

mm,_wﬁ Alternative B

Legend

Open Road System

Project Related Roads

Mew Project Related Roads
Other Reads

Proposed Harvest Areas

Bridge Replacement Sites

Mative Culvert Sites

Streams

Page 11-5

‘Chapter 11 — Alternatives



harvesting. To reduce logging
slash and prepare the area for
new trees to regenerate,
approximately 216 acres in
Harvest Areas I11-1 and 111-J
would be broadcast burned,
dependent upon such factors as
funding, weather, site
conditions, and personnel
availability. Excavator site
preparation and slash disposal
would be conducted on the
remaining acres. |If burning
could not be done, an excavator
would pile slash and scarify the
ground in Harvest Area 111. A
mixture of tree species would be
planted in these areas.

Roadwork Activities

Approximately 31.0 miles of
existing roads accessing the
harvest areas would require
various levels of heavy
maintenance; some minor
reconstruction, including road
widening and culvert
installations, would be
necessary to meet safe travel
requirements and BMPs.

Approximately 1.0 mile of new
road would be necessary to
access Harvest Area 1;
approximately 2.1 miles of
brushed-in roads and new road
would be needed to access
Harvest Area 11-C, and

approximately 0.3 miles of new
road would be required for
access to Harvest Area 111-J.
All these road segments would be
used for administrative and
logging purposes only.
Following logging and site-
preparation operations, slash,
root wads, and grass seed would
be distributed on the road to
stabilize the roadbed and
prevent use by motorized
vehicles.

This proposal would replace 2
bridges. The bridge on Stryker
Basin Road would be replaced
with a 75-foot steel bridge, and
a 30-foot wooden bridge on North
Johnson Road would be replaced
with a 30-foot temporary steel
bridge.

Three older stream crossings in
Section 25, T34N, R24W, and one
crossing in Section 29, T34N,
R23W, originally constructed
with logs and covered with dirt,
are in the early stages of
collapse. One wooden bridge has
failed and fallen into the
unnamed tributary in Section 30,
T34N, R23W. This alternative
proposes to remove 5 structures
and stabilize the streambanks to
eliminate potential sediment
sources in the future and
upgrade roads to meet BMPs.
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This broken native bridge is located on an unnamed tributary in Section
30. This bridge would be removed and the banks would be stabilized to
prevent erosion of dirt into the stream.

¥ A e e

This road slump would be repaired to meet BMPs before log hauling
would take place.
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Description of Action Alternative C

Under this action alternative,
approximately 5.7 mmbf would be
harvested from an estimated 938
acres. A description of the 2
harvest and silvicultural
prescriptions proposed under this
alternative will be explained
under Timber-Management
Activities. A more detailed
description of silvicultural
prescriptions, including
photographs, is presented under
SILVICULTURAL TREATMENTS and TABLE
11-1 — SILVICULTURAL TREATMENTS BY
HARVEST AREA NUMBER FOR ACTION
ALTERNATIVES B AND C. The
Roadwork Activities section
describes the proposed road plan

and road-management options needed §

to implement this alternative.
The WEST FORK TIMBER SALE
ALTERNATIVE C map is included for
reference on page 111-9.

> Timber-Management Activities

This action alternative proposes
timber-management activities
within Harvest Areas | and I1;
the prescriptions for these
areas are the same as those
described under Action
Alternative B. No timber-
management activities would
occur in Harvest Area 111 under
this alternative. (Refer to
WEST FORK TIMBER SALE:
ALTERNATIVE C map and TABLE I11-1
— SILVICULTURAL TREATMENTS BY
HARVEST AREA FOR ACTION
ALTERNATIVES B AND C.)

» Roadwork Activities

On the road systems accessing
the harvest areas, approximately
24_.5 miles of existing road
would require various levels of
heavy maintenance. Some minor
reconstruction, including road
widening and culvert
installations, would be required
to meet safe travel requirements
and BMPs.

Approximately 1.0 mile of new
road would be necessary to
access Harvest Area 1I;
approximately 2.1 miles of
brushed-in roads and new road
would be needed to access
Harvest Area 11-C. Both of
these road segments would be
restricted to administrative and
logging purposes only.
Following tree-planting
operations, slash, root wads,
and grass seed would be
distributed on the road to
stabilize the roadbed and
prevent use by motorized
vehicles.

, Wou 03 0 7%
harvest areas. At the completion of tree-
planting activities, slash, root wads, and
grass seed would be placed on the road to
stabilize the roadbed and prevent motorized
vehicle use.

Action Alternative C proposes to
replace the wooden bridge on
Stryker Basin Road with a 75-
foot steel bridge. This is the
only bridge replacement under
this alternative proposal.

Three older stream crossings in
Section 25, T34N, R24W, and one
crossing in Section 29, T34N,
R23W, originally constructed
with logs and covered with dirt,
are in the early stages of
collapse. This alternative
proposes to remove 4 stream
crossing structures, stabilize
the streambanks to eliminate
potential sediment sources in
the future, and upgrade roads to
meet BMPs.
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PROPOSED SILVICULTURAL TREATMENTS

Three different silvicultural prescriptions (harvest treatments) were chosen
to meet the management objectives of this project. The photographs provide a
visual representation of how these treated areas may appear following
harvesting activities. Due to the variations in stand age, species
components, and natural openings, the visualizations show what would be
expected to occur on the ground.

o COMMERCIAL-THIN HARVEST

Fifty to seventy percent of the existing overstory would be harvested to
reduce the stocking density, improve growth rates and vigor, and increase
the representation of western larch in the stand. The stand would be
fully stocked with trees, but would have an open-canopied appearance
following harvesting.

Notice the open-canopied stand that has
resulted from a commercial-thin harvest
treatment.

Removal of 50 to
70 percent of the
overstory reduces
the stocking
density, allowing
tree growth rates
and vigor to
improve.
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o GROUP-SELECTION/OVERSTORY-REMOVAL HARVEST

Due to the multistoried structure of the existing stands, this type of
harvest treatment would result in several different stand conditions:

- Small openings, up to 5 acres in size, would be created in the existing
stand to promote new regeneration. Within these sites, most of the
merchantable trees would be harvested, the excess logging slash piled,
the ground scarified, and western larch and western white pine planted.

- Trees that were too small for harvesting during the 1950s, and now over-
top the sapling— and pole-sized trees, would be harvested to:

* reduce value loss and mortality,

* reduce the stocking density, and

* Increase the growth of the smaller diameter trees by allowing more
penetration of sunlight and moisture.

- An estimated 90 percent of the proposed harvest areas would receive some
level of harvest treatment. Harvesting would not go through places that
are currently without merchantable trees.

- Existing snags and an average of 1 tree of large diameter per acre would
be retained individually or in groups throughout the harvest area. Most
western larch would be retained.

In this 23-acre
group-select/
overstory-removal
harvest unit, the

3-acre area in the
picture has been
prepared to grow

new trees.

A landscape view of
proposed Harvest
Area 11, where a
combination of
group-select and
overstory-removal
harvests would be
implemented.

-, > l\

An overstory-removal harvest would remove
most merchantable trees and leave sapling-
sized trees room to grow.
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REGENERATION HARVEST

Most trees would be harvested, the excess logging slash piled or burned,
and the site planted with a mix of tree species, including western larch,
Douglas-fTir, lodgepole pine, and whitebark pine. Areas near streams,
inaccessible to logging systems, or designated by the Department would not
be harvested; these are group-retention areas. Existing snags and an
average of 1 large-diameter tree per acre would be retained individually
or in groups throughout the harvest area. Due to safety and the
difference in the way logs are skidded to the landings, less shags would
be left in areas harvested by skyline logging equipment than those areas
harvested with ground-based logging equipment.

]

Excess slash on a regeneration harvest area would be piled and burned. A mixture of
tree species (such as western larch, Douglas-fir, lodgepole pine, and whitebark
pine) would be planted in the harvest area. This is an example of Harvest Area 111,
posttreatment.
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TABLE 11-1 — SILVICULTURAL TREATMENTS BY HARVEST AREA FOR ACTION ALTERNATIVES B AND C

ACTION HARVEST HARVEST SITE PREPARATION
ALTERNATIVE AREA ACRES | VOLUME TREATMENT TREATMENT METHOD
B and C 1 Section 71.8 340 Commercial thin Site preparation

20 with skyline is not required.
system utilized
B and C 11-A Section 39.3 190 Group select/ Mechanical
28 overstory removal
with ground-based
operations
B and C 11-C | Sections 363.5 2,250 | Group select/ Mechanical
29, 32, overstory removal
33 with ground-based
operations
B and C 11-G | Sections 271.9 1,750 | Group select/ Mechanical
19, 20, overstory removal
29 with ground-based
operations
B and C 11-H Section 93.5 665 Group select/ Mechanical
13, 18 overstory removal
with ground-based
operations
B and C I11-P | Sections 100.5 500 Group select/ Mechanical
19, 20, overstory removal
29, 30 with ground-based
operations
B - Section 91.9 1,255 | Seedtree with Combination
| 29, 30 skyline system broadcast burn
(east) utilized and mechanical
B Ii- Section 123.9 1,350 | Regeneration with Combination
J 30 groups of trees broadcast burn
(mid- retained and and mechanical
section) skyline systems
utilized
B - Section 72.4 880 Regeneration with Mechanical
L 30 groups of trees
retained and
skyline and
ground-based
skidding systems
utilized
B - Section 9.3 110 Regeneration with Mechanical
M 31 groups of trees
(north) retained and
ground-based
skidding system
utilized
B - Section 33.0 185 Regeneration with Mechanical
N 31 groups of trees
(south) retained and
ground-based
skidding system
utilized
B - Section 1.8 35 Seedtree with Site preparation
0 32 skyline system is not required.
utilized
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MITIGATIONS

To accomplish the various elements
of the proposed project, certain
methods or mitigation measures have
been designed and would be
applied. Mitigation measures are
designed to reduce impacts and
protect resources during harvesting
and road-improvement activities.
Many are written into the SFLM
Rules, but are substantial enough to
the design of the project to mention
here. Other mitigation measures
pertinent to this project will be
tracked in APPENDIX A - STIPULATIONS
AND SPECIFICATIONS. Many mitigation
measures are designed to be
incorporated into the Timber Sale
Contract or site-preparation
contract clauses and are implemented
through contract administration.

This section describes the
mitigations and design components
common to both action alternatives
and describes those specific to each
alternative.

MITIGATIONS COMMON TO BOTH ACTION
ALTERNATIVES BY RESOURCE

« TWater Quality and Fisheries

- While removing and installing
the bridge on Stryker Basin
Road, construction work over the
West Fork would be limited to
July 15 through August 20 to
avoid disturbance during bull
trout spawning.

- Timber-harvesting activities
would not occur within 100 feet
of the West Fork and Stryker and
Johnson creeks; this would
address fisher rules and exceed
rules for the Riparian
Management Zone (RMZ) and the
Streamside Management Zone (SMZ)
Law.

- A segment of Lower Johnson Road
is near the banks of Johnson
Creek. Approximately 600 feet
of road would be built farther
from the creek; the original
segment would be reclaimed with
brush and grasses.

Wildlife and Road Management

- A gate would be installed at
Site A (see project map) and
remain closed for the entire
year 1T road use to access
Harvest Area 1 receives use
exceeding 7 trips/week or 30
days of intensive use.

- Log hauling from Harvest Area 1
on the Whitefish Saddle Road
would be limited to August 15
through February 1 (eaglets have
fledged by August 15).

- The Whitefish Saddle, Stryker
Basin, and Spur 11-C roads would
be restricted to administrative
use and harvesting operations.

- The earthen berm on Stryker
Basin Road would be removed and
replaced with a gate. Following
harvesting, slash reduction, and
site preparation, the earthen
berms and waterbars would be
replaced.

- Gates would be installed on the
roads needed to access Harvest
Area 11-C to restrict public
motorized use. Following
project completion, these roads
would be reclaimed by seeding
grass, distributing slash, and
constructing water bars.

- All timber-harvesting
activities, including log
hauling, from Harvest Area IIA,
would be limited to August 15
through February 1 (after
eaglets have fledged).

- Several piles of cull logs in
Harvest Area Il would be
retained to provide potential
lynx denning habitat in the
future.

- At a minimum, 1 snag and 1
shag recruitment tree over 21
inches dbh per acre, on
average, would be retained in
all harvest units. IT these
snags and trees are not
available, the next largest
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available size would be
substituted.

MITIGATION MEASURES TO BE APPLIED TO
ACTION ALTERNATIVE B ONLY

- Harvesting activities within
Harvest Areas | and 111 would not
occur within the same year. |IF
Area 111 is not active and the
closure is moved to Site A, open-
road density levels can be met
during the harvesting of Area I.

- The temporary bridge accessing
most of Harvest Area 111 would
remain in place during the site-
preparation and regeneration
efforts.

- The earthen berm on North Johnson
Road would be removed and a gate
installed. This would facilitate
harvesting and regeneration
activities in Harvest Areas 111-1
through 111-M. Following
regeneration activities, the
berm would be replaced and the
gate removed.

- The removal and stabilization of
the native culvert sites in
Stryker Basin would result iIn a
temporary net decrease in grizzly
bear security core from the
levels calculated in 1996. The
acting Forest Management Bureau
Chief has authorized this
temporary decrease in security
core through an Alternative
Practice process (ARM
36.11.432.1.d.1 and ARM
36.11.449). As a part of the
mitigations in the Alternative
Practice:

* The culvert project would be
completed in a short time frame
(approximately 7 continuous
days).

* The existing rock and gate road
closure would be reinstalled.
This closure is located at
approximately 2.25 miles on
Stryker Basin Road.

* No motorized use would be
allowed except those needed for
culvert removal.

- In order to meet SFLM Rules for
open-road densities while
logging in Harvest Area 111, 3
road-management options have been
developed. Either the Antice or
Stryker Ridge road would be
required to have year-round
restrictions in place during the
year(s) of harvesting Harvest
Area 11l or the decisionmaker
could choose to implement an
authorized Alternative Practice
to allow a temporary increase
exceeding the 1996 road-density
baseline levels for this project
(ARM 36.11.432.1.c.ii and ARM
36.11.449). For more
information, refer to the ROAD
MANAGEMENT section of CHAPTER
.

MITIGATION MEASURES TO BE APPLIED TO
ACTION ALTERNATIVE C ONLY

Other than those mitigations common
to both alternatives, no additional
mitigations have been proposed for
Action Alternative C.

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED AND
DROPPED FROM FURTHER DEVELOPMENT

Foresters and DNRC”s engineer
attempted to locate several routes
into Stryker Basin to avoid
installing a new bridge at the
present bridge location over the
West Fork of Swift Creek. Based on
feasibility, resource protection,
and expense, the existing location
of the bridge appears to be the best
location. No other alternatives
related to accessing Stryker Basin
will be considered in this project.

Harvest Areas I1I11-1, 111-J, and
portions of Il11-L have a high level
of tall brush. Following harvesting
operations, the brush has the
potential to impede the
establishment of natural
regeneration and the growth of
planted regeneration. The ID Team
has investigated the use of
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herbicides to treat brush within
these areas. The ID Team feels that
acceptable results can be met by
both broadcast burning the harvest
areas and supplementing the burning
with mechanical site preparation.
The successful regeneration and

establishment of a new timber stand
is a silvicultural priority. |If
brush competition impedes
regeneration, the Department may
consider the use of herbicides
following a separate environmental
review.
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TABLE 11-2 - SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS

RESOURCE EXISTING CONDITION DIRECT AND CUMULATIVE
INDIRECT EFFECTS EFFECTS
Vegetation
Covertype Mixed-conifer No-Action Alternative A
representation |covertypes are

on Stillwater
unit

currently
overrepresented and
the western larch/
Douglas-fir, western
white pine, and
lodgepole pine
covertypes are
underrepresented.
The desired future
condition for
Stillwater State
Forest would have
more of the western
larch/Douglas-fir
and western white
pine covertypes.

No change.

Since 1999, the
western larch/Douglas-
fir covertype has
increased by 6
percent.

JAction Alternative B

Approximately 138 acres
of mixed-conifer
covertype would be
converted to the
western larch/Douglas-
fir covertype. The
current covertypes
would not change on the
1,131 acres proposed
for harvesting,
although representation
of the western larch
and western white pine
covertypes would
increase.

Since 1999, the
western larch/Douglas-
fir covertype has
increased by 6
percent.

Action Alternative C

Approximately 46 acres
of the mixed-conifer
covertype would be
converted to the
western larch/Douglas-
fir covertype. The
current covertypes
would not change on the
892 acres proposed for
harvesting, although
representation of the
western larch and
western white pine
covertypes would
increase.

Since 1999, the
western larch/Douglas-
fir covertype has
increased by 6
percent.

Age-class
representation
on Stillwater
Unit

The 150-year age
class is
overrepresented and
the 0-to-39-year age
class is
underrepresented.

No-Action .Alernative .4

Older age-class
representation would
continue to increase
over time.

The trend for managing
age-class
distributions has been
increasing the amount
of acres in the 0-to-
39-year age class and
reducing the amount of
acres in the older age

classes.
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TABLE I11-2 - SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS (continued)

EXISTING DIRECT AND CUMULATIVE
RESOURCE CONDITION INDIRECT EFFECTS EFFECTS
Vesgetation (continued)
Age class Action Allernative B
representation
on Stillwater 1,045 acres would be The trend for
Unit (continued) regenerated and added managing age-class
to the 0-to-39-year age |distributions has
class; 695 acres of the |been increasing the
150-year-plus age class |[amount of acres in
would be reclassified the 0-to-39-year age
in a younger age class. |class and reducing
the amount of acres
in the older age
classes.
Action Alternative C
713 acres would be The trend for
regenerated and added managing age-class
to the 0-to-39-year age |distributions has
class; 393 acres of the |been increasing the
150-year-plus age class |[amount of acres in
would be reclassified the 0-to-39-year age
in a younger age class. |[class and reducing
the amount of acres
in the older age
classes.
old-growth 8,693 acris,hor 8.7 No-Action Alternative A
;ﬁpgii?Tx::é?n gi???&étgr ;tZte No change in old-growth |Due to recent and
Unit Forest, meet the acres. planned timber
DNRC old-growth harvests, old-growth
definition levels would be
reduced 152 acres to
8,541 acres.
Action Allernative B
Old-growth on Due to recent and
Stillwater Unit would planned timber
be reduced by 286 harvests, as well as
acres. this alternative,
old-growth levels
would be reduced by
438 acres, leaving
8,254 acres on
Stillwater Unit.
Action Alternative C
No change in old-growth [Due to recent and
acres. planned timber
harvests, old-growth
levels would be
reduced 152 acres, to
8,541 acres.
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TABLE 11-2 - SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL

EFFECTS (continued)

RESOURCE

EXISTING
CONDITION

DIRECT AND
INDIRECT EFFECTS

CUMULATIVE
EFFECTS

Vegetation (continued)

Old-growth Old-growth attribute No-Action Alternative J
attributes levels all rate - - -
<medium’ within the |Old-growth attribute Other Stillwater Unit
project area. levels would not be timber sales that
affected in the short- have been harvested
term. Attributes, such |or will likely be
as decadence, down harvested include 152
woody debris, and acres of old-growth
shags, should increase. |stands that have a
medium level of
attributes.
JAction Alternative B
Old-growth attributes, In addition to the
such as decadence, down [286 acres of old
woody debris, and growth with medium-
shags, should decrease level attributes
on 286 acres. The proposed for
abrupt stand edges that |harvesting, 152 acres
may be created could of old-growth stands
contribute to blowdown. |with medium-level
attributes are in
other Stillwater Unit
timber sales that
have been, or will
likely be, harvested.
JAction Allernative C
Attribute levels would 152 acres of old-
not be affected in the |[growth stands with
short term. Attributes |medium-level
such as decadence, down |attributes are in
woody debris, and snags |other Stillwater Unit
should increase. timber sales that
have been, or will
likely be, harvested.
Watershed and Hydrology
Sediment Currently, 25.5 tons No-Action Alternative .4
contributions of sediment are

to streams

delivered annually
into the West Fork
from roads and
stream crossings;
5.2 tons are
delivered annually
into Johnson Creek.

No direct effect beyond
those under current
management .

Conditions would be
similar to existing
conditions.

Action Alternative B

Road improvements would
reduce approximately
4_2 tons of sediment
per year to the West
Fork and 2.7 tons per
year to Johnson Creek.

Tons of sediment
delivery would drop
to 21.3 tons per year
in the West Fork and
to 2.5 tons per year
in Johnson Creek.
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TABLE I11-2 - SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS (continued)

EXISTING DIRECT AND CUMULATIVE
RESOURCE CONDITION INDIRECT EFFECTS EFFECTS
Watershed and Hydrology (continued)
Sediment Action Alternative C
contributions - -
to streams Road improvements would | Tons of sediment
(continued) reduce approximately delivery would drop to

2.6 tons of sediment
per year to the West
Fork.

22.9 tons per year in
the West Fork; no
measurable change in
sediment delivery
would occur to Johnson
Creek.

Water yield

The water yield in
the West Fork
watershed is
presently about 3.4
percent over the
naturally occurring
level; the Antice/
Johnson watershed
is 3.5 percent; the
Swift Creek
watershed is 3.4
percent.

No-Action Alternative .4

No change in water yield is expected in the

short term.

JAction Alternative B

An iIncrease in water
yield of 2.6 percent
over the current level
would occur in the West
Fork watershed; an
increase of 0.2 percent
would occur in the
Antice/Johnson
watershed; an increase
of 0.8 percent would
occur in the Swift
Creek watershed.

The total increase in
water yield above
naturally occurring
levels would be 6.0
percent in the West
Fork watershed, 3.9
percent in the
Antice/Johnson
watershed, and 4.2
percent in the Swift
Creek watershed.

Action Alternative C

An increase in water
yield of 1.7 percent
over the current level
would occur in the West
Fork watershed; an
increase of 0.2 percent
would occur in the
Antice/Johnson
watershed; an increase
of 0.5 percent would
occur in the Swift
Creek watershed.

The total increase in
water yield above
naturally occurring
levels would be 5.1
percent in the West
Fork watershed, 3.7
percent in the
Antice/Johnson
watershed, and 3.9
percent in the Swift
Creek watershed.

goils
Soil Past harvesting has No-Action Alternative A
Productivity caused some

compaction and
displacement of
soils.

Soil productivity would
not be directly
affected.

No additional
cumulative impacts
would occur.
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TABLE 11-2 - SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL

EFFECTS (continued)

EXISTING DIRECT AND CUMULATIVE
RESOURCE CONDITION INDIRECT EFFECTS EFFECTS
goils (continued)
Soil Action Alternative B
Productivity - -
(continued) Approximately 158 acres |Long-term soil
would be moderately productivity would be
impacted from skid maintained and adverse
trails and yarding effects would be
corridors. minimized with the
application of
mitigations.
Action Alternative C
Approximately 131 acres |Long-term soil
would be moderately productivity would be
impacted from skid maintained and adverse
trails and yarding effects would be
corridors. minimized with the
application of
mitigations.
Fisheries
Populations: Bull trout and All Alternatives
— presence westslope cutthroat - -
enetics trout both reside No impacts are expected beyond those described
-9 in the West Fork in EXISTING CONDITION.
and Stryker and
Johnson creeks.
Habitat: E¥;Sfing Congigions No-Action Alternative A
— Fflow regim 1kely have had a . .
B segimeﬁi © low to moderate No impacts are expected beyond those described

— channel form

— large woody
debris

— riparian zone

— stream
temperature

— connectivity

impact on habitat.

in EXISTING CONDITION.

Action Alernatives B and C

Increased streamflow
may have negligible, if
any, impact to habitat.
Likely a net positive
impact would occur to
the sediment component
of the habitat for bull
trout and westslope
cutthroat trout.

Impacts range from
negligible to net
positive.
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TABLE 11-2 - SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL

EFFECTS (continued)

EXISTING DIRECT AND CUMULATIVE
RESOURCE CONDITION INDIRECT EFFECTS EFFECTS
Wildlife
Coarse filter: Covertypes favor No-Action Alternative A
species that use — = =

— covertypes closed-canopy No additional A decrease in habitat
and age forests. displacement or diversity would favor
classes disturbance would be those animals

_ patch size In many unharvested | expected. associated with late-
and interior |2r€as. snags range successional forest
habitats Zg?g 0 to 64 per stages.

— connectivity Common to JAction .AlUernatives B and C

— dead wood

Disturbance and
displacement is expected.
Negligible effects would
occur to habitat
connectivity. Mitigation
would provide for species
associated with large
dead wood. Habitat for
species that use forested
and interior forests
would decrease while
habitat for species that
use edge and young
regenerating stands would
increase.

The trend toward
achieving appropriate
forest covertypes or
desired future
conditions would
benefit species using
forests in early
successional stages.

JAction Alternative B

This alternative is
expected to have the most
displacement due to the
amount of area being
disturbed. 138 acres
would be converted to a
western larch/Douglas-fir
covertype. Western larch
and western white pine
would be regenerated and
favored for leaving on
more than 1,130 acres.

Action Alternative C

46 acres would be
converted to a western
larch/Douglas-fir
covertype. Western larch
and western white pine
would be regenerated and
favored for leaving on
more than 892 acres.
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TABLE I11-2 - SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS (continued)

RESOURCE

EXISTING
CONDITION

DIRECT AND
INDIRECT EFFECTS

CUMULATIVE
EFFECTS

Wildlife (continued)

Bald Eagle

A bald eagle
nest is in the
project area.

No-Action .Allernative .4

No effects are
anticipated.

No additional effects would be

expected.

Action Alternatives B and C

No harvesting
activities would
take place in the
nest or primary-
use areas. With
mitigations, no
effects would be
expected.

Habitat alterations are expected
to be neutral to slightly
positive. The reproductive
success rate would not be expected
to change.

> Canhada Lynx

Although
denning habitat
was not noted
in the proposed
harvest areas,
foraging
habitat was
found.

No-Action Allernative .4

Denning habitat wo
foraging habitat w

uld be expected to increase while
ould decrease.

JAction Alternative B

Some disturbance
would occur to
Canada lynx travel
corridors.

Habitat would be
modified on 1,270
acres, but as
stands regenerate,
forage and denning
habitats are
expected to
increase.

Following harvests,
approximately 14_.1 percent of
lynx habitat on DNRC lands
within the Upper Whitefish
Grizzly Bear Subunit would be
temporarily unsuitable These
lands are expected to develop
into young foraging habitat in
10 to 20 years. Denning
habitat would remain
unchanged, but some piles of
cull logs would be retained to
provide denning structure in
the future.

Action Alternative C

Some disturbance
would occur to
Canada lynx travel
corridors.

Habitat would be
modified on 938
acres, but as
stands regenerate,
forage and denning
habitats are
expected to
increase.

Following harvests,
approximately 13.1 percent of
lynx habitat on DNRC lands
within the Upper Whitefish
Grizzly Bear Subunit would be
temporarily unsuitable These
lands are expected to develop
into young foraging habitat in
10 to 20 years. Denning
habitat would remain
unchanged, but some piles of
cull logs would be retained to
provide denning structure in
the future.
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TABLE 11-2 - SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL

EFFECTS (continued)

RESOURCE

EXISTING
CONDITION

DIRECT AND
INDIRECT EFFECTS

CUMULATIVE
EFFECTS

Wildlife (continued)

> Grizzly Bear

Year-round habitat
is provided.

Hiding cover is
abundant throughout
the project area
and in the Upper
Whitefish Grizzly
Bear Subunit.

Precise open-road
densities are 31.8
percent and the
1996 baseline was
32.9 percent.

Security core is
currently 51.6
percent and the
1996 baseline was
43.8 percent.

No-Action .Allernative .4

No additional effects
would be expected.

No additional effects
would be expected.

Action Alternative B

Decreased grizzly bear
use of adjacent habitat
is expected to be the
most due to the amount
and locations of
disturbances. Hiding
cover would be reduced,
but would be short term
and have minor effects.
Forage could increase.

Without additional road
restrictions, precise
open-road densities
woulld be 36.0 percent.
With gate restrictions
at Site A and
additional restrictions
placed on Antice Knob
or Stryker Ridge Road,
the precise open-road
density would not
exceed the 1996
baseline (31.4 to 32.7
percent). If the
Alternative Practice
implemented, the
precise open-road
densities could be
greater than the 1996
baseline (34 percent).
The combined effect of
both timber harvesting
and native culvert
removal would reduce
the amount of security
core below the baseline
(42.7 percent).

is

Action Alternative C

Decreased grizzly bear
use of adjacent habitat
is expected due to the
amount of disturbance.
Hiding cover would be
reduced, but would be
short term and have
minor effects. Forage
could increase.

Without additional road
restrictions, precise
open-road densities
would be 34.0 percent.
With gate restrictions
at Site A, the precise
open-road density would
not exceed the 1996
baseline (32.7
percent).

The combined effect of
both activities would
reduce the amount of
security core, but
remain above the
baseline (45.5
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TABLE 11-2 - SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL

EFFECTS (continued)

RESOURCE

EXISTING
CONDITION

DIRECT AND
INDIRECT EFFECTS

CUMULATIVE
EFFECTS

Wildlife (continued)

> Fisher Habitat includes No-Action Alternative A
areas with dense — - -
canopies. No additional effects Minor negative effects
would be expected. would be expected due
to recent salvage
logging and firewood
cutting.
Action Allernative B
1,270 acres of habitat Minor negative effects
would be modified, but would be expected due
existing forest cover |to recent salvage
in travel corridors logging and firewood
would be retained. cutting.
Minor displacement
effects would be
expected.
Action Alternative C
775 acres of habitat Minor negative effects
would be modified, but would be expected due
existing forest cover |to recent salvage
in travel corridors logging and firewood
would be retained. cutting.
Minor displacement
effects would be
expected.
> Pileated Eabiﬁat is |imi¥ed No-Action Alternative .4
the amount o
Woodpecker t%e harvest area at |No additional effects Pileated woodpecker
high elevation. would be expected. habitat would increase
and, over time, begin
to decline.
Action Allernatives B and C
775 acres of potential |Potential habitat
habitat would be quality and quantity
modified, but negligible |[would be reduced. A
effects would be long-term minor
expected. Disturbance benefit would occur
is expected if from the regeneration
harvesting is done of western larch.
during nesting season.
> Big Game Habitat is limited No-Action Allernative A

to the nonwinter
period.

No additional effects or increased
vulnerability would occur.

Action Alternatives B and C

Forage would increase, while hiding cover would
decrease. The overall effects are negligible.
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TABLE I11-2 - SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS (continued)

EXISTING DIRECT AND CUMULATIVE
RESOURCE CONDITION INDIRECT EFFECTS EFFECTS
Economics
Economic No-Action .Allernative .4
benefits

No additional income would be
provided for the school trust
funds. Additional jobs would
not be provided.

Volume would come from
sales elsewhere; however
the sales would not
necessarily benefit this
region. Long-term
deferral would have a
minor impact on harvest
patterns and scheduling
across this State.

Action Alternative B

An estimated $677,900 would be
generated to the school trust

funds. This alternative would
provide an estimated 100 jobs

for the duration of the timber
sale.

Net revenue would add to
the State-wide trust
fund.

Action Alternative C

An estimated $359,000 would be
generated to the school trust
funds. This alternative would
provide an estimated 60 jobs
for the duration of the timber
sale.

Net revenue would add to
the State-wide trust
fund.

Road Mahagemment

Currently,
more miles
of road in
the Upper
Whitefish
Grizzly Bear
Subunit are
restricted
from public
motorized
use than in
the 1996
baseline
year .

No-Action .Alernative .4

Current access and road
restrictions would not change.

Open-road density levels
would be met.

Action Alternative B

2.0 miles of Johnson Road
would be restricted from
public motorized access for 3
years. Similar restrictions
for a 2-year period may be
applied to either 4.7 miles of
Stryker Ridge Road or 5.4
miles of Antice Knob Road. The
decisionmaker may select
either of these 2 additional
restrictions, which may
temporarily reduce
opportunities for recreational
use. Or the decisionmaker may
select an option to
temporarily exceed open-road
density levels (Alternative
Practice).

Open-road density levels
would be met with closure
of Stryker Ridge or Antice
Knob roads. With the
implementation of the
Alternative Practice, the
open-road density level may
be temporarily exceeded.
Implementation of 1 of the
3 options would also
contribute to displacement
and disturbance to various
wildlife species.
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TABLE I11-2 - SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS (continued)

EXISTING

RESOURCE CONDITION

DIRECT AND
INDIRECT EFFECTS

CUMULATIVE
EFFECTS

Road Mahagement (continued)

Action Alternative C

2.0 miles of Johnson Road
would be restricted from
public motorized access for
1 year. This additional
road restriction may
temporarily reduce
opportunities for
recreational use and
contribute to displacement
and disturbance of various
wildlife species.

Open-road density
levels would
continue to be met.

PROPOSED DECISION

This portion of the FEIS presents
the proposed decision by Robert L.
Sandman, Area Manager, NWLO, DNRC.

The scope of this proposed decision
is limited to actions associated
with the West Fork Timber Sale
Project proposal. The proposed
decision is site-specific and is
neither programmatic nor a general
management plan for Stillwater State
Forest.

The ID Team has completed the DEIS
and prepared the FEIS for the West
Fork Timber Sale Project proposal.
Mr. Sandman proposes the following
decision after a thorough review of
the DEIS, project file, public
correspondence, corrections and
additions made by DNRC that were
reflected in this FEIS, Department
policies, the SFLMP, and the SFLM
Rules.

1. PROPOSED ALTERNATIVE SELECTION:
Action Alternative B

Three alternatives were developed
and are presented in the FEIS:

o No-Action Alternative A

No timber would be harvested,
though existing activities
would likely continue. The
bridge over the West Fork,
which is currently restricted
to 5 tons or less, would not

be replaced at this time
unless alternate funding
became available.

Action Alternative B

Approximately 9.5 mmbf of
timber would be harvested from
an estimated 1,270 acres. A
combination of regeneration
harvests, group
select/overstory removal, and
commercial-thin harvests would
be implemented. Approximately
31 miles of existing roads
would receive various levels
of maintenance, minor
reconstruction, and the
installation of surface
drainage, ditch relief
features, and new stream-
crossing structures.
Approximately 3.4 miles of
temporary access roads would
be needed. Opening older
brushed-in roads would provide
a portion of this access; the
other portion would be newly
constructed roads that would
be built to temporary road
standards. Following
postharvest operations, these
roads would be partially
reclaimed to stabilize the
roadbed and prevent erosion
and use by motor vehicles.
This proposal would also
replace the bridge on Stryker
Basin Road with a 75-foot
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steel bridge and the bridge on
North Johnson Road with a 30-
foot temporary steel bridge.
Five old wooden and earthen
stream-crossing structures
woulld be removed and the
streambanks would be
stabilized at the crossing
sites. This alternative would
earn approximately $677,900
for the school trust fund.
Approximately 286 acres of
old-growth timber stands would
be harvested.

Action Alternative C

Approximately 5.7 mmbf of
timber would be harvested from
an estimated 938 acres. A
combination of group-
select/overstory-removal and
commercial-thin harvests would
be implemented. Approximately
24.5 miles of existing road
would receive various levels
of maintenance, minor
reconstruction, and the
installation of surface
drainage, ditch relief
features, and new stream-
crossing structures.
Approximately 2.1 miles of
temporary access roads would
be needed. Opening older
brushed-in roads would provide
a portion of this access; the
other portion would be newly
constructed roads built to
temporary road standards.
Following postharvest
operations, these roads would
be partially reclaimed to
stabilize the roadbed and
prevent erosion and use by
motor vehicles. Four old
wooden and earthen stream-
crossing structures would be
removed and the streambanks
would be stabilized at the
crossing sites. This
alternative would earn
approximately $359,000 for the
school trust fund. No old-
growth stands would be entered
for harvesting.

(A detailed description of
Alternatives A through C are
presented in the FEIS, pages
11- through 11-9).

The proposed decision is to
select Action Alternative B,
which would be implemented
using an Alternative Practice.
This Alternative Practice has
been approved by Tom Schultz,
DNRC Division Administrator,
and allows DNRC to temporarily
exceed the SFLM Rules for
open-road density levels (see
4. RATIONALE FOR THE PROPOSED
DECISION). No roads, except
the upper portion of Johnson
Road, would have additional
restrictions. This
restriction is within the
timber sale project area and
would last for the life of the
timber sale, approximately 4
years.

2. RELATIONSHIP OF THE OBJECTIVES TO
THE PROPOSED DECISION

The estimated revenue for
appropriate school trusts
generated from Action
Alternative B is $677,900. In
addition, $631,750 would be
generated for forest
improvements (FI);
improvements to the
transportation infrastructure
are estimated to be valued at
$250,000. This additional FlI
revenue helps maintain and, in
some cases, increase the value
of the trust lands through
improvements. In the future,
these improvements would help
maintain the ability to
generate revenue from these
lands.

Action Alternative B would
harvest approximately 9.5 mmbf
of sawtimber to contribute to
DNRC”s sustained yield as
mandated by State Statute 77-
5-222, MCA. The estimated
timber volumes produced by
each alterantive are based on
stand volumes obtained from
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SLI and other available data
used in the analysis. Actual
advertised volumes may vary
from these values due to
increased statistical accuracy
of measured data obtained
during sale layout. While the
estimated log volume may be
different, the environmental
effects are based on acres
treated and expected changes
to stand conditions; these
effects would remain similar
to those shown in the FEIS.

Action Alternative B is
designed to improve the long-
term productivity of timber
stands being entered.
Concepts being implemented are
designed to promote
biodiversity and trend timber
stands toward the desired
future conditions. This
alternative is designed to
implement the SFLM Rules (ARM
36.11.401 to 450).

Action Alternative B would
replace 2 bridges, including
the bridge over the West Fork.
Replacement of the West Fork
bridge would allow access to
Stryker Basin for timber
management, Ffire protection,
and recreation. In addition,
site improvements would be
completed that improve
drainage, water quality, and
safety on the existing road
system.

3. RELATIONSHIP OF THE ISSUES AND
PUBLIC COMMENT TO THE PROPOSED
DECISION

a. VEGETATION (FEIS, pages I111-2

through 111-11 and APPENDIX B
- VEGETATION ANALYSIS)

Approximately 138 acres of
mixed-conifer covertypes would
be converted to the western
larch/Douglas-fir covertype.
The representation of western
larch, western white pine, and
whitebark pine is likely to
increase in the harvest units

after the establishment of
regeneration. The
representation of the 0-to-39-
year age class on Stillwater
Unit would be increased by 1
percent (1,045 acres), and the
representation of the 150+-
year-old stands would be
reduced by 0.7 percent (695
acres). Approximately 286
acres of old growth would be
harvested with Action
Alternative B. The planned
harvest and silviculture is
designed to regenerate the
majority of the area within
these old-growth stands. The
postharvest treatment includes
both mechanical site
preparation and burning, with
a follow-up of planting
various species, including
western white pine and western
larch.

WATERSHED AND HYDROLOGY (FEIS,
pages 111-12 through 111-15
and APPENDIX C - WATERSHED AND
HYDROLOGY ANALYSIS)

With the implementation of
Action Alternative B, several
projects would occur that are
designed to replace or remove
old wooden or earthen stream-
crossing structures.
Implementing BMPs and erosion-
control measures would
minimize direct sediment
delivery to streams while work
is being done. Over the long
term, these projects would
reduce the annual sediment
delivery to the creek in
Stryker Basin, the West Fork,
Johnson Creek, and other
downstream waters. Water
yield would increase by 2.6
percent in the West Fork
watershed and 0.4 percent in
the Antice/Johnson watershed.
The cumulative water yield
postharvest has a low risk of
creating adverse effects to
channel stability from
increases in streamflow.
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C.

FISHERIES (FEIS, pages 111-18
through 111-24 and APPENDIX E
- FISHERIES ANALYSIS)

Action Alternative B would
have no effects on fish
presence or genetics. Minimal
effect to the flow-regime
component of bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout
habitat is expected. In the
long term, this alternative
would provide positive impacts
to trout habitat in the
project area by reducing
sediment delivery. Effects to
channel form are not expected.
Action Alternative B is
designed with a 100-foot no-
cut buffer between the harvest
units and 3 fisheries streams;
therefore, no impacts to
large-woody-debris
recruitment, riparian-zone
function, and stream
temperature are expected.

SOILS (FEIS, pages 111-16
through 111-17 and APPENDIX D
- SOILS ANALYSIS)

Following harvesting and
postharvesting activities
under Action Alternative B,
approximately 12 percent of
the area in the harvest units
would be in an impacted
condition from equipment
operations. Skidding
mitigation measures would
include restricting the season
of use, utilizing minimum
skid-trail spacing, installing
needed erosion-control
devices; retaining woody
debris; and following all
applicable BMPs. Mitigation
measures would be applied to
minimize long-term effects to
soil productivity.

WILDLIFE (FEIS, pages 111-?
through 111-? and APPENDIX F -
WILDLIFE ANALYSIS)

With Action Alternative B,
some disturbance and
displacement to wildlife in

the project area would occur;
however, the features of the
project design would reduce
widespread disturbances.
Wildlife species that use the
more open-canopied forests with
shade-intolerant tree species
would benefit, while wildife
species that are primarily
associated with the late
successional timber stands that
are dominated by shade-tolerant
tree species would be more
negatively affected.
Substantial effects to
connectivity are not expected.
Habitat for species that use
forested and interior habitat
would decrease, while species
that use edge and regeneration
or unforested habitats would be
favored.

Mitigation measures such as the
timing of activities to reduce
disturbance to nesting eagles;
retaining large snags, cull
trees, and down woody material;
retaining cover and riparian
habitat; and maintaining and
implementing motorized-use
restrictions are expected to
reduce adverse effects and
maintain habitat for most
wildlife species that use the
project area.

The proposed decision would
implement the Alternative
Practice, which authorizes the
Department to temporarily exceed
the baseline open-road densities
and temporarily reduce grizzly
bear security core. Grizzly
bears may temporarily avoid 732
acres of available habitat as a
result of increased road
disturbance. The 1996 baseline
for open-road density would be
exceeded by 358 acres. The
temporary displacement of bears
from high quality habitats could
affect grizzly survival and
reproduction to some degree.
Following completion of this
project, all roads would revert
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to current management
restrictions.

ECONOMICS (FEIS, PAGES 111-34
THROUGH 111-35 and APPENDIX G
- ECONOMICS ANALYSIS)

A conservative estimate of the trust revenue
from implementing Action Alternative B is
$677,900. The sale would also bring in an
estimated $631,750 in FI collections.
Additional economic benefits of
implementing the project are the generation
of the equivalent of 100 local jobs for 1 year,
with wages and salaries totaling $3,734,700.
It is estimated that the revenue generated
from this project could support 96 students
for 1 year.

IRRETRIEVABLE AND IRREVERSIBLE
COMMITMENTS (FEIS, page 111-
40)

Harvesting timber will cause
live trees to be irretrievably
lost. Harvested trees will no
longer contribute to snag
recruitment, stand structure
and composition, diversity,
aesthetics, wildlife habitat,
nutrient cycling, and other
important ecosystem functions.
However, the loss of trees is
not irreversible. Natural
regeneration combined with
site preparation and planting
will promote the establishment
of new trees that will
eventually become equivalent
in size and ecosystem function
to those harvested. Action
Alternative B includes
temporary road construction;
these roads would be reclaimed
after harvesting. Only minor
irreversible commitments to
soil productivity would occur.

4. RATIONALE FOR THE PROPOSED

DECISION

a.

The lands involved in this
project are held by the State
of Montana in trust for the
support of specific
beneficiary institutions. DNRC
is required by law to
administer these trust lands
to produce the largest

reasonable and legitimate
return over the long run
(Enabling Act of February 22,
1889; 1972 Montana
constitution, Article X,
Section 11; and, 77-1-202
MCA). The SFLMP provides the
management philosophy and
framework to evaluate which
alternative would maximize
real income while sustaining
the production of long-term
income.

The proposed timber sale
project contributes 9.5 mmbf
to the statewide sustained
yield mandated by State
statute (MCA 77-5-222)

In regard to harvesting 286
acres of old growth with
Action Alternative B, the
following elements were
considered at the project
level:

e The project complies with
DNRC”s Forest Management
Rules (ARM 36.11.401 to 450)
by considering a variety of
factors at the project
level, including timber
stand age-class amounts and
distributions, forest
covertype amounts and
distributions, connectivity,
patch size, stand
characteristics, etc. The
old-growth stands proposed
for harvesting with Action
Alternative B were included
in this consideration. The
rules do not set an old-
growth retention minimum,
instead they state that the
decision to treat specific
stands of old growth will be
made at the project level.
Pursuant to 77-5-116 MCA,
DNRC is prohibited from
temporarily or permanently
setting aside “old growth”
unless the full market value
is obtained for the trust
beneficiaries from such a
deferral. ARM 36.11.418
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indicates that the “amounts
and distribution of all age
classes will shift and
change over time” and that
“no stands would be
permanently deferred from
management..”. This
recognizes and provides for
the inherent variability
that occurs on the landscape
over time and the fiduciary
responsibilities of DNRC.
The proposed stand-treatment
concepts are designed to
promote biodiversity and
trend timber stands toward
the desired future
conditions.

The timber stands being
entered were accessed with
roads for the purpose of
timber management more than
20 years ago.

Several old-growth stands
proposed for harvesting have
been entered previously with
timber harvests and are
adjacent to regenerating
harvest units.

The old-growth stands
proposed for harvesting are
in the subalpine fir (83
acres) and mixed-conifer
(203 acres) covertypes. In
regard to desired future
conditions, both of these
covertypes are considered
overrepresented on the
coarse-filter analysis
level. Approximately 59
percent of the old-growth
stands are represented by
the subalpine fir and mixed-
conifer covertypes. An
estimated 8,406 acres of
timber stands would remain
in the coarse-filter
analysis area following
implementation of Action
Alternative B. In
combination with other
timber sales that propose to
harvest old growth or that
have harvested old growth as

identified in SLI,
approximately 8,241 acres
would remain in the analysis
area.

e In the higher elevations
where old growth is proposed
for harvesting, whitebark
pine was once a substantial
component of the overstory.
Over time, white pine
blister rust and mountain
pine beetles have killed a
large percentage of the
whitebark pine in this area
and throughout northwestern
Montana. Harvesting this
area with the proposed
follow-up treatments would
provide an opportunity to
regenerate whitebark pine.

Because of the condition, value,
and cost associated with
harvesting the additional 3.8
mmb¥ of timber from 332 acres in
Action Alternative B, the timing
of the project, in reference to
market conditions, is a
consideration. Currently, the
market for timber stumpage is
relatively strong and is expected
to continue this same trend
through 2005 (personnel
communication with Charles
Keegan, UM Bureau of Business and
Economic Research). Stumpage
prices for State timber sales
over the last 6-month period have
been relatively high with
multiple bidders. Given the
relatively ambitious objectives
of replacing bridges and
repairing existing roads over a
large area, the additional timber
and value being made available
improves the overall project
marketability, profitability, and
potential revenue.

The Proposed Decision includes an
approved Alternative Practice to:

a. Remove earthen fill over
numerous logs used to form
culverts in the road prism at
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the head of Stryker Basin.
DNRC”s hydrologist and
fisheries biologist are
concerned that these native
culverts will fail and
contribute high amounts of
sediment to the West Fork,
which could affect bull trout
and westslope cutthroat trout.
The objective is to remove the
threat of failure and prevent
undesirable sediment
production. Using a backhoe
and small crew, the operation
would take approximately 1
week to complete.

b. Utilize the Johnson Basin road
system for activities
associated with the West Fork
Timber Sale Project without
restricting public access on
roads outside of the project
area that are currently open
to public use. The objective
is to use an existing road
system without restricting
public access on other open-
road systems outside the
project area.

The Johnson Basin road system
would be used approximately 2
years for harvesting operations.
The existing Johnson Basin gate
restriction would be moved down
to the base of the hill. This
proposed road restriction would
mitigate impacts to open-road
density caused by the timber sale
activities while using Whitefish
Saddle Road. Motorized access to
the general public would continue
to be restricted on both of these
roads. These road restrictions
are within the immediate project
area and would provide an
additional level of mitigation.

Antice Knob Road would remain
restricted during the spring
season.

West Fork Road and Upper
Whitefish Road are the only other
open roads in the immediate
project area; both are open to
the public. Neither could be

restricted during the sale
because both are needed as part
of the primary haul route. The
level of hauling required for the
sale exceeds the level of use
associated with the restricted
road status; even if the roads
were gated, the level of use
would exceed the restricted
status allowance.

Contractors using the restricted

roads for sale-related activities
would be prohibited from carrying
firearms.

In order to concentrate the
timing of sale-related activities
in a way that limits the
magnitude of potential
displacement, harvesting
activities would not be
authorized simultaneously on the
Whitefish Saddle and Johnson
Basin roads.

Spring activities would be
extremely limited.

The culvert removal project would
be limited to a period during the
summer season when grizzly bears
have the most available habitat

(August 15 through September 15).

No other mitigation measures have
been identified as being
practicable within the sale area.

SUMMARY OF THE PROPOSED DECISION

Overall, Action Alternative B best
complies with the Agency’s legal
requirement to manage these lands to
produce the largest measure of
reasonable and legitimate return
over the long run for the
beneficiary institutions. Action
Alternative B strikes the best
balance of revenue and development
of the alternatives analyzed. The
proposed project harvests timber in
a manner that moves Stillwater State
Forest toward desired future
conditions while balancing the
recovery of value and limiting high-
risk effects to other valuable
resources.

Chapter Il — Alternatives

Page 11-33




CHAPTER 111

EXISTING ENVIRONMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

INTRODUCTION

This chapter contains information related to the Stillwater State Forest
environment and the West Fork Timber Sale Project area. The information
portrayed is related to the resource issues identified in CHAPTER I - PURPOSE
AND NEED. Existing or current conditions discussed in this chapter include
effects from current and past management and other known disturbances.

The ALTERNATIVE EFFECTS section will discuss the direct, indirect, and
cumulative effects that No-Action Alternative A, Action Alternatives B and C
would likely have on resources. Refer to the appropriate appendices of this
EIS for more complete assessments and analyses related to the resources for
both scientific and judicial reviews.
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VEGETATION ANALYSIS

INTRODUCTION

This summary of APPENDIX B —
VEGETATION ANALYSIS will provide a
description of the present
conditions of the forest. Also
discussed are the effects the
proposed alternatives would
potentially have on the following
issues:

e The distributions of covertypes
and age classes at a landscape
level (Stillwater State Forest and
scattered sections north in
Lincoln County).

e The distribution of old-growth
timber at a landscape level and
the characteristics (attributes)
of the old-growth stands within
the project area.

e The development of timber stands
in the project area in relation to
natural disturbances and timber
management.

ANALYSIS METHODS

The current stand conditions will be
compared to the stand conditions
that DNRC believes to be the desired
future conditions and appropriate
for the site. A forest inventory
from the 1930s was used to estimate
the proportion of the various stages
of stand structure by age classes
and covertypes that were
historically represented throughout
the Inland Northwest (Losensky
1993). From this, estimations have
been made of the natural
characteristics of forests in the
period prior to fire suppression and
extensive logging.

The procedure used to assign
covertypes on State forested lands,
including Stillwater State Forest,
is explained in detail in the SFLM
Rules (ARM 36.11.405).

The methods to identify old-growth
timber stands are initiated from
modeling based on the STW 2003 Stand
Level Inventory (SL1) data. The
model primarily sorts for stands
that meet the age criteria and

number of trees greater than a
particular dbh, based on habitat-
type groups. Field surveys were
used to verify additional stands in
the project area that meet the
definition.

The analysis method for stand
development is a discussion of the
conditions of timber stands and how
natural and man-caused disturbances
may continue to affect the
development of timber stands.

ANALYSIS AREA

The vegetation analysis includes 3
geographic scales:

e Upper Flathead Valley - Historic
conditions refer to those from
Climatic Section 333C of the Upper
Flathead Valley (Losensky 1997).

o« Stillwater State Forest management
block - Current and appropriate
conditions for covertype, age, and
old-growth distribution were
analyzed. This analysis area is
approximately 100,208 forested
acres that includes the entire
Stillwater State Forest and
scattered outlying sections in
northeastern Lincoln County.

e Project level - Stand attributes
related to old growth, species
composition, and structure will be
analyzed by harvest area.

COVERTYPE

FIGURES 111-1 through I111-3 -
PERCENTAGE OF FORESTED ACRES BY
COVERTYPE illustrates the percentage
of forested ground that is/was
occupied by a particular covertype.
These figures compare the historic
covertype data of the Upper Flathead
Valley to the current and
appropriate covertype conditions in
the analysis area. The chart
displaying Historic conditions is
from Lozensky’s data and covers
forested types at a much larger
scale than do the Current and
Appropriate conditions.

Historic data indicates that mixed-
conifer stands are currently
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VEGETATION ANALYSIS

overrepresented and the western
larch/Douglas-fir, western white

pine, and lodgepole pine covertypes
are underrepresented on the forest.

FIGURES 111-1 THROUGH I111-3 — PERCENTAGE OF FORESTED ACRES BY COVERTYPE ON

STILLWATER UNIT
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Flathead Valley
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VEGETATION ANALYSIS

AGE-CLASS DISTRIBUTION

Comparing the entire Stillwater
State Forest with the historical
data from the Upper Flathead Valley,
TABLE 111-1— DISTRIBUTION OF AGE
CLASSES ON STILLWATER UNIT shows
that Stillwater State Forest is low
in the seedling-sapling stands (0 to
39 years old) and high in stands 40
years and older.

TABLE 111-1— DISTRIBUTION OF AGE CLASSES
ON STILLWATER UNIT
AGE HISTORIC CURRENT
CLASS PERCENT PERCENT
O to 39 years 36 10
40 to 99 years 12 23
100 to 150 years 22 19
150+ years 29 48

TABLE 111-2 — OLD-GROWTH ACRES BY
COVERTYPE
OLD
GROWTH
GROSS FIELD-
C832§$$;E ACRES VERIFIED | TOTALS
BY SLI IN WEST
FORK
PROJECT
Douglas-fir 44 44
Lodgepole 398 398
pine
Mixed 1,802 182 1,984
conifer
ig?a'p'”e 3,139 215 3,354
Western 2,432 2,432
larch/
Douglas-fir
Western 481 481
white pine
Totals 8,296 397 8,693

OLD-GROWTH DISTRIBUTION AND
ATTRIBUTES

Approximately 8,693 acres, (8.7
percent) of the coarse-filter
analysis area can be classified as
old-growth. On the opposite page,
FIGURE 111-4 — OLD-GROWTH ON MAIN
BLOCK OF STILLWATER STATE FOREST
displays the locations and
distributions of old-growth stands
on the main block of Stillwater
State Forest.

TABLE 111-2 — OLD-GROWTH ACRES BY
COVERTYPE displays old growth by
forest covertype. Covertype is
related to habitat type, habitat-
type groups, and successional
stages. Covertype is used when
presenting old growth because the
amount can be correlated to
Lozensky’s historic information.

OLD-GROWTH ATTRIBUTES

DNRC is in the process of developing
a tool to assign levels of old-
growth attributes to stands by
sorting SLI data. The attributes
considered are:

- number of large live trees,

- amount of coarse woody debris,
- number of snags,

- decadence,

- structure,

- gross volume, and

- crown density.

This data sort assigns a value or an
index rating to those attributes in
an old-growth stand that indicates
its total score. These scores can
be grouped into low, medium, and
high categories to provide an
indication of the stand condition in
reference to attributes that are
often associated with old-growth
timber stands. Within the project
area, the attribute index ratings
are primarily medium.

Some old-growth characteristics in
the project area:

¢ Engelmann spruce and subalpine fir
are the dominant tree species in
all of the old-growth stands,
which total 777 acres.
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FIGURE 111-4

Old Growth on Main Block of Stillwater
State Forest
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VEGETATION ANALYSIS

e Whitebark pine is a component of
the overstory and shag attributes
in 7 stands, approximately 313
acres.

e Vigor is average to poor in all
stands.

e Snag numbers are generally high
(greater than 3 per acre).

STAND DEVELOPMENT

The natural processes of stand
development and disturbance are
influenced by environmental
conditions and site characteristics,
such as soil, stand covertype,
forest health, elevation, and stand
structure. The stand structures and
species component can be greatly
modified by natural disturbances,
such as wildfire and wind events, as
well as past management activities.

STAND COVERTYPE

Ninety-Ffive percent of the project
area is categorized in the “cool and
moist” habitat group, and 99 percent
of the project area is currently
represented by the subalpine fir and
mixed-conifer covertypes.

TIMBER-STAND HEALTH

Damage and mortality from insects
and diseases are relatively minor in
the project area. The incidence of
western balsam bark beetles and
mountain pine beetles have risen
since the area was first scouted for
this project. Minor levels of
spruce beetles, Douglas-fir beetles,
and fir engravers, as well as white
pine blister rust in the western
white pine and whitebark pine, also
exist. Indian paint fungus is
common in the subalpine fir
throughout this area. Additionally,
trees have been damaged by wind,
snow, ice, and previous logging.
This damage has allowed rot to
develop in the boles of the trees,
resulting in loss of value.

ELEVATION/ASPECT

Elevations in the project area range
from 4,300 to 6,500 feet above sea
level. The elevation of a stand is
important in determining the tree
and shrub species present and how
fast or slow changes in the stand
take place.

A large portion of the project area
has a northeast aspect. This
exposure, together with the high
elevations, account for the high
moisture availability and the long
duration of snow on the ground.
These 2 factors, elevation and
aspect, are also the main reasons
for the presence of whitebark pine.

STAND STRUCTURE

Approximately 93 percent of the
project area is multistoried.

PAST MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES

Stillwater State Forest has been
harvesting timber in the project
area since the late 1940s. Many of
the stands in Harvest Area 11 were
selectively logged in the late 1940s
and early 1950s when Douglas-fir,
Engelmann spruce, and western larch
were harvested. According to
inventory records, western larch,
Douglas-fir, and western white pine
were present in many of the stands
in Harvest Area 1l in the past, as
they are today, but Engelmann spruce
and subalpine fir have always been
the predominate species. In Harvest
Area 111, western larch, lodgepole
pine, and whitebark pine are a minor
component in the stand’s canopy
composition.

In the early 1980s, infestations of
spruce bark beetles occurred and
those dead and dying trees were
salvage harvested.

In some areas of past logging,
desired tree species were able to
regenerate with the help of ground
scarification. Many areas that did
not receive scarification and
planting were taken over by shrub
species. Regeneration has been slow
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and primarily limited to Engelmann
spruce and subalpine fir.

FIRE REGIMES

The project area is primarily
represented by Fire Group 9 Fire
Regime (87 percent of gross
acreage), as described by
Fisher/Bradley. Fire Group 9
represents moist, lower subalpine
habitat types where fires are
infrequent, but severe, and the
effects are long lasting. Stand-
replacing fires have been estimated
to occur at moderately long to long
intervals, 150 to 300 years. The
project area also has minor
representation in Fire Groups 10 (8

percent), 8 (5 percent), and 7 (less

than 1 percent).

The size of
the fires in
Fire Group 9
will vary
from small
(in the less
severe fire
conditions)
to large and
catastrophic
(in the more
severe fire
conditions
that have
been
experienced
in the past
few years).
In the more
severe fire

conditions,
thousands of The incidence of bark

acres burn in beetle attacks is on the

rise in the project

stand- area
replacement .
fires.

The next most common fire regime in
the project area is Fire Group 10,
which is characterized by the high-
elevation forests near and at
timberline. Some stands in Harvest

Area 11l are in this regime. Stand-

replacing fires, even in the more
continuous forests, range in
frequency to more than 300 years.

ALTERNATIVE EFFECTS
COVERTYPES AND AGE CLASSES
Direct and Indirect Effects

o Direct and Indirect Effects of JVo-.Action
Alternative A to Covertypes and .dge Classes

Covertypes on Stillwater State
Forest would not be affected.
Older age classes would continue
to increase.

o Direct and Indirect Effects of Action
Alternative B to Covertypes and .Age Classes

Approximately 138 acres of the
mixed-conifer covertype would
likely be converted to a western
larch/Douglas-fir covertype by
planting western larch in some
areas and harvesting subalpine fir
and Engelmann spruce in other
areas. An additional 1,130 acres
would be harvested, though the new
stands created would still be
classified mixed conifer (779
acres) and subalpine fir (351
acres). The representation of
western larch and western white
pine trees would likely increase
in these covertypes due to site
preparation and planting.

Following site preparation and
planting in Harvest Areas 11 and
111, the representation of the O-
to-39-year age class on Stillwater
Unit would increase by 1 percent
(1,045 acres), and the
representation of 150+-year-old
stands would be reduced by 0.7
percent (695 acres).

o Direct and Indirect Effects of . Action
Alternative C to Covertypes and Age Classes

Approximately 46 acres of the
mixed-conifer covertype would
likely be converted to a western
larch/Douglas-fir covertype by
planting western larch and
harvesting subalpine fir and
Engelmann spruce. An additional
892 acres would be harvested,
though the new stands created
would still be classified mixed
conifer (753 acres) and subalpine
fir (139 acres). The
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representation of western larch
and western white pine would
likely iIncrease in these
covertypes due to site preparation
and planting.

Following site preparation for
Harvest Area 11, the
representation of the 0-to-39-year
age class on Stillwater Unit would
increase by 0.7 percent (713
acres) and the representation of
150+-year-old stands would be
reduced by 0.4 percent (393
acres).

Cumulative Effects

C

Cumulative Effects of Al Allternatives lo
Covertypes and Age Classes

The cumulative effects of timber-
stand management on Stillwater
State Forest is a trend toward
increasing covertypes with western
larch, lodgepole pine, and western
white pine in areas where recent
forest-management activities have
taken place. Since the
Chicken/Werner Timber Sale Project
EIS in 1999, the western
larch/Douglas-fir covertype has
increased by 6 percent.

In addition to the changes in
covertype distributions from these
proposed alternatives, other
timber sale projects have been
started, but not completed. Thus,
their effects are not represented
in the Stillwater 2003 SLI. These
current projects are expected to
increase the amount of area in the
0-to-39-year age class by slightly
decreasing the area in the older-
stand age classes.

OLD-GROWTH DISTRIBUTION AND
ATTRIBUTES

Direct Effects

Direct Effects of No-Action Allernative .4
and JAction Alternative C to Old-Growth
Distribution and Athributes

The distribution or attributes of

old-growth stands would not be
affected in the short term.

o Direct Effects of Action Alternative B fo
Old-Growth Distribution and Attributes

Old-growth levels on Stillwater
Unit would be decreased by
approximately 286 acres; an
estimated 8,406 acres of
potential old growth would
remain. This harvest would
remove 203 acres from the mixed-
conifer covertype and 83 acres
from the subalpine Fir covertype.

The locations where harvesting
would affect the distribution of
old-growth stands is shown on
FIGURE 111-5 — WEST FORK OLD-
GROWTH MAP. Most of the
attributes associated with the
old-growth stands that would be
harvested would be removed.

Indirect Effects

o Indirect Effects Common of AU Allernatives
to Old-Growth Distribution and Athributes

Many stands currently meeting
DNRC”s old-growth definition
would become more decadent.
Stocking levels and down woody
debris would increase in some
stands and covertypes, increasing
wildfire hazards. Species that
are shade tolerant would remain
dominant in stands. Various
factors, such as insect
infestations, disease infections,
and decreasing vigor, would
eventually cause more snags in
portions of the stands. White
pine blister rust, mountain pine
beetles, and weather-related
damage would increase the amount
of snags in old-growth stands.

o Indirect Effects of Action .Alternative B to
Old-Growth Distribution and .Attributes

Portions of old-growth stands
would be harvested and create
more abrupt stand edges
structurally. The risk of
blowdown along the proposed unit
boundaries would increase.
Harvest areas next to remaining
old-growth stands could possibly
act as fuel breaks that would
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Figure 111-5

roject Area
- Old-Growth Areas
roposed Harvest Areas

WEST FORK OLD-GROWTH MAP
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slow or stop wildfires before they
reach the old-growth stands.

Cumulative Effects

Cumulative Effects Common of AN
Alternatives to Old-Growth Distribution and
Attributes

Approximately 48 acres of field-
verified old growth are planned
for harvesting in the Taylor South
Timber Sale Project area.
Approximately 104 acres of old
growth, field verified or SLI
identified, have been harvested
with the Chicken/Werner Timber
Sale. No additional old growth
is proposed for harvesting in
the Ewing Middle Ridge or Point
of Rocks timber sales. In
total, an estimated 59 acres of
old growth would be removed from
the mixed-conifer covertype, an
estimated 81 acres from the
western white pine covertype, and
an estimated 12 acres from the
Douglas-fir covertype.

SLI1 originally classified these
152 acres as having medium
attribute levels. These stands
would no longer meet DNRC’s old-
growth definition following
harvesting, and, at the most,
would be rated as having low
attributes levels.

Cumulative Effects Common of No-Action
Alternative A and JAction Alternative C to
Old-Growth Distribution and Attributes

Old-growth on Stillwater Unit
would be reduced to an estimated
8,541 acres; approximately 8.6
percent. The percentage of old-
growth acres by covertype would
change very little.

Cumulative Effects of Action Alternative B o
Old-Growth Distribution and .Attributes

Old-growth on Stillwater Unit
woulld be reduced to an estimated
8,254 acres, approximately 8.3
percent. The representation of
both the mixed-conifer and western
white pine covertypes would be
reduced by approximately 1

percent; the representation of the
western larch/Douglas-fir
covertype would increase by
approximately 1 percent.

STAND DEVELOPMENT

Direct and

Indirect Effects

Direct and Indirect Effects of No-.Action
Alternative A lo Stand Development

Stand development within the
project area would not be directly
affected. As stands age over
time, natural forest succession
and fire suppression would reduce
the variability of covertypes both
on the forest landscape and in the
project area.

Direct and Indirect Effects of Action
Alternative B to Stand Development

Stand development would be
directly affected by:

- taking on the role of a stand-
replacing fire in Harvest Area
111 by:

< removing overstory trees,
including those affected by
insects and diseases;

< reducing fuels; and

< following subsequent site
preparation to enhance western
larch, Douglas-fir, western
white pine, and whitebark pine
regeneration.

- taking on the role of a
moderately-severe fire in Area
I11; this would create a
vegetative mosaic by:

< creating a vegetative mosaic
by removing some overstory
trees, including those
affected by insects and
diseases;

< reducing fuels, and

< following subsequent site
preparation to enhance the
regeneration of western larch,
Douglas-fir, and western white
pine.

The resultant effect on stand
development across the project

Page 111-10

West Fork of Swift Creek Timber Sale Project FEIS




VEGETATION ANALYSIS

area is that the forest would
contain a mosaic of structures
that include single-storied, two-
storied, and multistoried
conditions. Through harvesting,
the structure changes would
emulate the type of fire regime
associated with the covertype.
Fire regime simulations would
range from stand-replacing to
mixed-severity, depending on the
type of site preparation and the
extent that site preparation can
actually be employed.

Direct and Indirect Effects of Action
Alternative C to Stand Development

Stand development would be
directly affected by taking on the
role of a moderately severe fire
in Harvest Area I1l. This would
create a vegetative mosaic by:

- removing some overstory trees,
including those affected by
insects and diseases,

- reducing fuels, and

- following subsequent site
preparation to enhance the
western larch, Douglas-fir, and

western white pine regeneration.

The resultant effect on stand
development across the project
area is that the forest would
contain a mosaic of structures
that include single-storied, two-
storied, and multistoried
conditions. Through harvesting,
the structure changes would
emulate the type of fire regime
associated with the covertype.
Fire regime simulations would
range from stand-replacing to
mixed-severity, depending on the
type of site preparation and the
extent that site preparation can
actually be employed.

Cumulative Effects

Cumulative Effects of Al Alternatives to
Stand Development

Forest succession and stand
development would continue as
determined by site conditions,
weather, timber management, and
those factors discussed under
EXISTING CONDITIONS.

Chapter 111 -
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WATERSHED AND HYDROLOGY ANALYSIS

INTRODUCTION
ANALYSIS AREA

The hydrologic environment affected
by the proposed West Fork Timber
Sale Project proposal includes the
West Fork watershed and all of its
tributaries.

ANALYSIS METHODS

Analysis methods used to evaluate
the existing conditions and to
assess the potential impacts to
hydrology include an inventory of
sediment sources, assessments of
channel stability, and computer
modeling of the annual water yield.

EXISTING CONDITIONS

» MONTANA SURFACE WATER QUALITY
STANDARDS

According to ARM 17.30.608 (1)(c),
the Whitefish Lake drainage,
including Swift Creek, 1is
classified as A-1. For a
description of criteria associated
with A-1 waterbodies, refer to
APPENDIX C - WATERSHED AND
HYDROLOGY ANALYSIS. Designated
beneficial water uses within the
project area include cold-water
fisheries and recreational use in
the stream, wetlands, lake, and
surrounding area.

» WATER-QUALITY-LIMITED WATERBODIES

Swift Creek and the West Fork are
currently listed as water-quality-
limited waterbodies in the 1996
and 2004 303(d) list. For a more
detailed description of management
implications in water-quality-
limited waterbodies, refer to
APPENDIX C - WATERSHED AND
HYDROLOGY ANALYSIS. The current
listed causes of impairment in
Swift Creek are bank erosion,
other habitat alterations, and
nutrients. The probable source
for Swift Creek is listed as
silviculture. Current listed
causes of impairment in the West
Fork are flow alteration, other
habitat alteration, and siltation.
The probable sources for the West

Fork are listed as silviculture
and highway maintenance and
runoff. A Total Maximum Daily
Load (TMDL) assessment is
scheduled to be completed in 2011
for the Swift Creek drainage.

> MONTANA STREAMSIDE MANAGEMENT ZONE
(SMZ) LAW

By the definition in ARM 36.11.312
(3), the majority of the West Fork
and Johnson watersheds are class 1
streams. Some of the smaller
first-order tributaries may be
classified as class 2 or 3, based
on conditions at specific sites.
For a description of criteria for
classification of streams, refer
to APPENDIX C - WATERSHED AND
HYDROLOGY ANALYSIS.

Surveys of channel stability show
that stream channel conditions in
the West Fork watershed are
primarily good to fair; 6 reaches
were rated in poor condition. An
adequate supply of large woody
debris was found. Little evidence
of past streamside harvests was
noted. Where past logging had taken
place in the riparian area, a
shortage of existing or potential
down woody material in the streams
was not evident.

The proposed project area was
reviewed to see whether roads and
stream crossings are sources of
sediment. The road system in the
West Fork watershed is contributing
approximately 25.5 tons of sediment
per year to streams. Roads in the
Johnson Creek watershed are
contributing about 5.2 tons of
sediment per year to streams. Much
of the existing road system in the
proposed project area meet
applicable BMPs. Surface drainage
on the road systems in Stryker
Basin, Herrig Basin, and on the main
roads in the West Fork watershed
have been installed with past
projects.

At least 4 wooden crossing
structures surfaced with road-fill
material exist on perennial
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tributaries to the West Fork. Each condition as a result of past
is collapsing into the creek and is activity. These levels are much
an existing sediment source to the less than the 10 percent threshold
West Fork. of concern recommended for water-
An analysis of water yield in the yield increases in the watershed.

West Fork watershed showed that past ALTERNATIVE EFFECTS
activities have produced a 3.4

percent water-yield increase over a DIRECT AND INDIRECT EFFECTS

fully forested condition. Past C Direct and Indirect Effects of No-Action
activities in the Antice/Johnson Alternative A

watershed have produced a 3.5 No direct effects to sediment
percent water-yield increase over delivery or water yield would

a fully forested condition, and occur beyond those under current
the current water-yield increase management.

in the Swiftt Creek watershed is
3.4 percent over a fully forested

C  Direct and Indirect Effects Common to A ction
Alternatives B and C

The wooden bridge spanning the
West Fork on Stryker Basin Road
would be replaced under either
proposed action alternative.

Also, 3 log crossings with earthen
fill would be removed and the
streambanks rehabilitated in the
upper reaches of Stryker Basin.
The proposed work on these sites
would contribute sediment to the
West Fork only while crews are
operating. Sediment contribution
would be minimized through BMPs
and erosion-control measures.

: 'l v - . ) These projects would reduce the
This native bridge has collapsed into annual sediment delivery by

iy B ot

the creek, contributing sediment to the approximately 2.33 tons of
stream. sediment per year and remove about

750 tons of bridge fill that would
eventually fall into the creek if
the sites are not repaired.

C  Direct and Indirect Effects of Action
Alternative B

Erosion control and BMPs would
be improved in the West Fork and
Johnson Creek watersheds along
approximately 31 miles of existing
road. This work would lower the
annual sediment load to the West
Fork by approximately 4.2 tons,
and to Johnson Creek by

: v T i TS approximately 2.7 tons.

This dirt-covered old wooden bridge has Ground-based yarding would

been overgrown with vegetation and would increase the risk of sediment
eventually collapse and contribute delivery by exposing soil in skid

sediment to the stream.
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trails. Building approximately
3.4 miles of new and temporary
road would also expose bare soil.

Water yield would increase by
approximately 2.6 percent over
the current level in the West
Fork watershed, approximately
0.4 percent in the
Antice/Johnson watershed, and
approximately 0.8 percent in
the Swift Creek watershed.

Diirect and Indirect Effects of Action
Alternative C

Erosion control and BMPs would
be improved in the West Fork
watershed along approximately 25
miles of existing road. This work
would lower the annual sediment
load to the West Fork by
approximately 2.6 tons.

Ground-based yarding would
increase the risk of sediment
delivery by exposing soil in skid
trails. Building approximately 2
miles of new and temporary road
would also expose bare soil.

Though erosion-control measures would be

taken,

increases in sediment to the

streams would occur temporarily during
the installation of culverts or bridges.
Once installed, the annual sediment
delivery would be less than the current
amount.

Annual water yield would
increase by approximately 1.7
percent over the current level
in the West Fork watershed,
approximately 0.2 percent iIn
the Antice/Johnson watershed,
and approximately 0.5 percent
in the Swift Creek watershed.

CUMULATIVE EFFECTS

C  Cumulative Effects of No-Action Alternative
A

The cumulative effects would be
similar to those described in the
existing conditions for water
yield and sediment delivery.

C  Cumulative Effects of Action .Allernative B

Cumulatively, the total sediment
load to the West Fork would
increase over existing conditions.
Road construction, culvert
replacements, and bare soil from
harvest areas would produce a
higher risk of sediment delivery
for a year or two. In the long
term, sediment delivery would drop
from approximately 25.5 tons per
year to approximately 21.3 tons
per year in the West Fork. Due to

road repairs, the annual sediment
delivery to Johnson Creek would
drop from approximately 5.2 tons
per year to approximately 2.5
tons.

Ground-based yarding would increase the
risk of sediment delivery by exposing
soil in skid trails. Harvesting
activities would not occur within 100
feet of the West Fork or Stryker and
Johnson creeks.
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Water yield would rise from the
current level of about 3.4
percent over fully forested
conditions to about 6.0 percent
in the West Fork watershed,
from 3.5 percent to 3.9 percent
in the Antice/Johnson
watershed, and from about 3.4
percent to about 4.2 percent
in the Swift Creek watershed.
This water yield increase has a
low risk of creating adverse
cumulative effects to channel
stability from increases in
streamflow.

Cumulative Effects of Action Alternative C

Cumulatively, the total sediment
load to the West Fork would
increase over existing conditions.
Road construction, culvert
replacements, and bare soil from
harvest areas would produce a
higher risk of sediment delivery

for a year or two. In the long
term, due to road repairs,
sediment delivery to the West Fork
would decrease from approximately
25.5 tons of sediment delivery per
year to approximately 22.9 tons.

Water yield would rise from its
current level of approximately
3.4 percent over fully forested
conditions to approximately 5.1
percent in the West Fork
watershed, from 3.5 percent to
3.7 percent in the
Antice/Johnson watershed, and
from approximately 3.4 percent
to about 3.9 percent in the
Swift Creek watershed. This
water yield increase has a low
risk of creating adverse
cumulative effects to channel
stability from increases in
streamflow.

Chapter 111 - Existing Environment and Environmental Consequences
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SOILS ANALYSIS

INTRODUCTION

The processes of glaciers and rivers
have formed the valley of the Swift
Creek watershed. Deep glacial tills
are the dominant soil types found in
the project area. The ridges and
upper slopes are weathered bedrock
scoured by glaciers.

ANALYSIS METHODS

The productivity of the soil will be
analyzed by evaluating the current
levels of disturbance to the soils
in the project area. The risk
factors of soil stability will be
included in the analysis criteria.

ANALYSIS AREA

The project area is the analysis
area for evaluating soil
productivity. This analysis area is
within both the West Fork and
Antice/Johnson watersheds.

EXISTING CONDITIONS

DNRC has conducted timber harvesting
in the West Fork watershed since the
1940s. Since the 1960s, 3,291 acres
of State land have been harvested
with a combination of ground-based
and cable yarding equipment.
Ground-based yarding equipment may
displace and compact the surface
layers of soil, mainly on heavily
used trails, which affects soil
productivity. Based on a review
of 1964 aerial photos,
approximately 10 to 15 percent of
the previously harvested areas
contained skid trails. Field
reconnaissance shows that many of
these trails are well vegetated, and
frost action and vegetative growth
are continuing to lessen the
impacts. No erosion was observed
on existing trails. Erosion-
control status of the existing
road system is addressed in the
watershed analysis of this
document.

The soil types in the project area
vary from nearly level wetland types
along the West Fork to steep valley

sideslopes on ridges. The Flathead
National Forest Soil Survey
identified one area of soils in the
project area at high risk for mass
movements. Though this soil type,
landtype 74, is found in the
northern portion of the project
area, no slope failures were
identified during reconnaissance.

ALTERNATIVE EFFECTS
DIRECT AND INDIRECT EFFECTS

C  Direct and Indirect Effects of No-Action
Allernative A to Soils

Soil productivity would be neither
directly nor indirectly affected.

C  Direct and Indirect Fffects of A ction
Alternatives B and C {o Soils

Action Alternative B would have
direct impacts on approximately
158 acres. Direct impacts would
include compaction and
displacement from skidding logs
with ground-based equipment on
approximately 937 acres and cable-
yarding equipment on approximately
333 acres.

Action Alternative C would have
direct impacts on approximately
131 acres. Direct impacts would
include compaction and
displacement from skidding logs
with ground-based equipment on
approximately 866 acres and cable-
yarding equipment on approximately
72 acres.

For both action alternatives, site
preparation and road construction
with ground-based equipment would
also generate direct impacts to
the soil. TABLE I111-3 - SUMMARY
OF DIRECT EFFECTS OF ALTERNATIVES
ON SOILS WITH SUMMER HARVESTING
summarizes the expected impact to
soils. These activities would
leave up to 12 percent of the
proposed harvest units in an
impacted condition under Action
Alternative B, and up to 14
percent under Action Alternative
C. Mitigation measures would be
implemented to maintain soil
productivity in the long term and
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TABLE 111-3 - SUMMARY OF DIRECT EFFECTS OF ALTERNATIVES ON SOILS WITH SUMMER
HARVEST ING

DESCRIPTION NO-ACTION ACTION ACTION

OF PARAMETER ALTERNATIVE A | ALTERNATIVE B ALTERNATIVE C
Acres of harvest 0 1,270 938
Acres of tractor yarding 0 937 866
Acres of skid trails and landings? 0 188 173
Acres of cable yarding 0 333 72
Acres of yarding corridor? 0 33 7
Acres of moderate impacts?® 0 158 131
Percent of harvest area with impacts 0% 12_4% 14 0%

120 percent of ground-based area
25 to 10 percent of cable-yarding units

375 percent of ground-based skid trails and 50 percent of cable corridors

control the area and degree of
negative soil

C

impacts to less than

15 percent of the proposed harvest

area.
measures would

Skidding mitigation

include:

- restricting the season of use;

— utilizing a minimum skid-trail
spacing;

- installing erosion-control
devices where needed;

- restricting ground skidding
to slopes of less than 45
percent; and

- Tollowing all applicable BMPs.

DNRC would require retention of

proportions of snags, coarse
woody debris, and fine litter
for nutrient cycling and
wildlife needs.

DNRC goals for

coarse woody debris levels are
based on research by Graham et

al 1994.
CUMULATIVE EFFECTS

C  Cumulative Effects of No-Action Alternative

A to Soils

No soil would be disturbed and no

past harvest units would be
reentered; therefore, this
alternative would have no
cumulative impacts on soil

productivity and would be similar
to the EXISTING CONDITION portion

of this analysis.

Cumulative Effects of Action Alternatives B
and Cto Soils

Several stands where previous
timber management has occurred
would be entered. Cumulative
effects may occur from repeated
entries into a stand where
additional ground is impacted by
equipment operations. Long-term
soil productivity would be
maintained and adverse cumulative
effects would be minimized by
implementing one or more
mitigations:

- Existing skid trails from past
harvesting activities would be
used if properly located and
spaced.

- Additional skid trails would be
used only where existing trails
are unacceptable.

- Soil-moisture restrictions,
season of operation, and methods
of harvesting would mitigate the
potential direct and indirect
effects.

- A portion of coarse woody debris
and fine litter would be
retained for nutrient cycling.

In previously harvested stands,
cumulative effects to soil
productivity from multiple entries
would be the same as those listed
under DIRECT AND INDIRECT EFFECTS.

Chapter 111 -

Existing Environment and Environmental Consequences

Page 111-17




FISHERIES ANALYSIS

INTRODUCTION

This analysis describes the
fisheries resources, displays the
anticipated effects of each
alternative of this proposal, and
summarizes the detailed effects
analysis in APPENDIX E — FISHERIES
ANALYSIS.

Native cold-water fish species in
the project area include bull trout,
westslope cutthroat trout, slimy
sculpin, largescale sucker, and
longnose sucker. The eastern brook
trout is the one nonnative species
known to persist within the project
area.

Bull trout and westslope cutthroat
trout are the primary cold-water
species that will be addressed. The
bull trout is listed as “threatened”
under the Endangered Species Act.
Both bull trout and westslope
cutthroat are listed as Class-A
Montana Species of Concern, and DNRC
has identified them as sensitive
species.

ANALYSIS METHODS

The best available data for both
fish populations and habitats will
be presented for the 2 basins and 2
subbasins in the project area. The
existing conditions and foreseeable
alternative effects for each
subbasin will be explored using the
following outline of subissues:

¢ Populations
- presence
- genetics

C Habitat
- Flow Regime
- sediment
- channel form
- large woody debris
- riparian zone
- stream temperature
- connectivity
- cumullative impacts (in
ALTERNATIVE EFFECTS only)

ANALYSIS AREA

The project area includes the
watersheds of 2 major tributaries of
Swift Creek: West Fork of Swift
Creek (West Fork) and East Fork of
Swift Creek (East Fork). Also
included in the project area are 2
specific subbasins of the West Fork:
from north to south, the watersheds
of Stryker Creek and Johnson Creek.

The East Fork will not be included
in the Ffisheries analysis since no
foreseeable direct, indirect, or
cumulative impacts to bull trout or
westslope cutthroat trout
populations or habitats are expected
as a result of any of the
alternatives.

EXISTING CONDITIONS
POPULATIONS
> Presence

The West Fork has been
identified as providing
important habitat for a
disjunct bull trout population
associated with Whitefish Lake.
The annual number of bull trout
redds found in the West Fork has
ranged from O to 8 during the
years of 1994 through 2003. No
westslope cutthroat trout redds
were found during surveys in 2000
through 2002.

In Johnson and Stryker creeks,
bull trout populations may utilize
the lower reaches of the creeks as
spawning and rearing habitat.
Also, the possibility exists that
the lower reaches of the streams
could be utilized to some degree
by juvenile and adult bull trout.
Both Stryker and Johnson Creeks
most certainly provide some level
of spawning and rearing habitat to
westslope cutthroat trout.

Due to the lack of data on
historic and comparable population
presence, no apparent existing
direct and indirect impacts to
bull trout and westslope cutthroat
trout population presence exist in
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the West Fork and Stryker and
Johnson creeks.

Genetics

Site-specific information
regarding bull trout genetics in
the West Fork is unavailable, but
some level of hybridization has
possibly occurred with eastern
brook trout in the West Fork
subbasin. The genetic purity of
westslope cutthroat trout was
determined to be 97.4 percent in a
1984 DFWP genetic survey.

Due to the possibility of bull
trout and brook trout
hybridization and the known
occurrence of introgressed
westslope cutthroat trout, low to
moderate direct and indirect
impacts to bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout
population genetics exist in the
West Fork.

Information regarding the existing
conditions of bull trout genetics
in Stryker Creek is the same as
that for the West Fork. Regarding
westslope cutthroat trout, a
possibility exists that genetic
introgression within the West Fork
has spread upstream into Stryker
Creek. Conversely, a remnant
population of westslope cutthroat
trout in the upstream reaches of
Stryker Creek that may be
genetically pure is also a
possibility.

Information regarding the existing
conditions of bull trout genetics
in Johnson Creek is the same as
that for the West Fork. Regarding
westslope cutthroat trout, DFWP
conducted a genetic survey in 1992
of 52 Fish from lower Johnson
Creek. The subspecies was found
to be slightly introgressed (98.9
percent) with Yellowstone
cutthroat trout. A DFWP genetic
survey in 1998 of 3 fish from an
upstream reach of Johnson Creek
found samples to be genetically
pure.

Due to the possibility of bull
trout and brook trout
hybridization and the potential
occurrence of introgressed
cutthroat trout, existing low to
moderate direct and indirect
impacts to bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout
population genetics are possible
in Stryker and Johnson creeks.

HABITAT
> Flow Regime

Changes in flow regime have been
known to affect bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout spawning
migrations, spawning habitat
availability, and embryo survival.

The hydrology analysis for the
West Fork basin indicates that the
existing average flow regime for
the stream is approximately 3.4
percent above the range of
naturally occurring conditions
(see APPENDIX C - WATERSHED AND
HYDROLOGY ANALYSIS). Stryker
Creek has an average flow regime
of 3.3 percent above naturally
occurring. Johnson Creek has an
estimated flow regime of 3.5
percent over naturally occurring
levels.

Due to the current flow-regime
values, a very low potential for
direct and indirect impacts
related to the flow-regime
component of bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout habitats
exists in the West Fork and
Stryker and Johnson creeks.

Sediment

Existing stream-sediment processes
that are described in APPENDIX E -
FISHERIES ANALYSIS are Rosgen
stream-morphological type,
sediment budget, and streambank
stability. The stream morphology
(general shape of the stream) of
the West Fork through the project
area exhibits a B3/B4 streamtype;
the proportion of fine (<6.35 mm)
sediment is under the 35-percent
threshold for “threatened” status.

Chapter 111 - Existing Environment and Environmental Consequences
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Substrate score samples show
values that are considered not
“threatened”. Two Wolman pebble-
count surveys from 2001 indicate
that 8.5 percent of the streambed
surface substrates are less than 8
millimeter. This is considerably
lower than the results calculated
for the similar size class in the
McNeil core samples. A
streambank-stability survey from
2001 indicates very high levels
(99.19 percent) of streambank
stability in the West Fork
throughout the project area.

Based on these observations, no
direct and indirect impacts to the
sediment component of bull trout
and westslope cutthroat trout
habitats exist in the West Fork.

Field surveys of Stryker Creek
within the project area have found
the Rosgen stream morphological
type to be B3, with stream
gradients ranging primarily from 4
to 6 percent. Field surveys of
Johnson Creek within the project
area have found the Rosgen stream
morphological type to be B4 with a
stream gradient of primarily 3
percent. Stream stability scores
from reaches within the project
area are considered fair for these
stream types.

Based on these observations, no
direct and indirect impacts to the
sediment component of bull trout
and westslope cutthroat trout
habitats likely exist in the West
Fork and Stryker and Johnson
creeks.

Channel Forms

Two descriptions of channel
formation will be used to describe
existing habitats for bull trout
and westslope cutthroat trout in
the West Fork:

- Montgomery/Buffington
classification

- R1/R4 Fish Habitat Standard
Inventory

The stream formations of the West

Fork through the project area are
broadly described as exhibiting
both “pool-riffle” and “forced
pool-riffle’
(Montgomery/Buffington
classifications). R1/R4 Fish
Habitat Standard Inventory data
indicates that the West Fork
likely provides an average
quantity of pool habitat within
the project area.

Moving upstream through the
project area, the stream formation
of Stryker Creek is broadly
described as a transitional zone
between “forced pool-riffle’ and
“plane bed” (Montgomery/Buffington
classifications) to “forced step-
pool” and “step-pool”
(Montgomery/Buffington
classifications).

From the confluence with the West
Fork and upstream to river mile
1.46, the stream formations of
Johnson Creek, are broadly
described as exhibiting both
“pool-riffle” and “forced pool-
riffle” (Montgomery/Buffington
classifications). The stream
formations from river mile 1.46
upstream through the project area
to river mile 3.05 are broadly
described as exhibiting “step-
pool”, “forced step-pool”’, and
some “cascade’
(Montgomery/Buffington
classifications).

Although insufficient historic
data is available for describing
existing trends in channel forms,
no direct and indirect impacts to
the channel-form component of bull
trout and westslope cutthroat
trout habitats likely exist in the
West Fork or Stryker and Johnson
creeks.

Large Woody Debris

The average large woody-debris
count in the West Fork is 50
pieces per 1,000 feet. This data
suggests that existing amounts of
large woody debris in the West
Fork are below average. Based on
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these observations, low to
moderate direct and indirect
impacts to the large woody debris
component of bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout habitats
exist in the West Fork.

The large woody debris count in
Stryker Creek averages 131 pieces
per 1,000 feet. This data
suggests that the existing amounts
of large woody debris in Stryker
Creek are average. Consequently,
no direct and indirect impacts to
the large woody component of bull
trout and westslope cutthroat
trout habitats exist in Stryker
Creek.

Although specific historic data is
not available to describe existing
trends of large woody debris in
Johnson Creek, low to moderate
direct and indirect impacts to the
large-woody-debris component of
bull trout and westslope cutthroat
trout habitats likely exist in
Johnson Creek.

Riparian Zone

Existing impacts to the riparian
zone from past timber harvests on
the bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout habitats are low
to moderate in the West Fork; no
direct and indirect impacts exist
in Stryker or Johnson creeks.

Stream Temperature

During the 2 seasons of record in
the lower half of the project
area, the weekly maximum stream
temperature change in the West
Fork ranged from 0.3 to 1.9
degrees Celcius.

Although sufficient data is
unavailable for describing
existing trends iIn stream
temperature in the West Fork or
Stryker and Johnson creeks, no
direct and indirect impacts to
bull trout and westslope cutthroat
trout habitats likely exist as a
result of stream temperature.

> Connectivity

No natural or manmade barriers to
bull trout and westslope cutthroat
trout migration occur in the
project area on the West Fork or
Stryker Creek. No direct and
indirect impacts to bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout habitats
as a result of disconnectivity
exist on either stream.

Currently, the 3 bridge crossings
on Johnson Creek within the
project area provide full passage
of all life stages of bull trout
and westslope cutthroat trout.
One culvert is located within the
project area on a lower reach of
Johnson Creek with seasonal,
discontinuous Fflow. This culvert
is likely a migration barrier to
all life stages of bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout, except
for a portion of the strongest
swimming adults. Due to a very
limited potential for upstream
migration through this culvert,
moderate direct and indirect
impacts to the connectivity
component of bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout habitats
exist in Johnson Creek.

SUMMARY OF EXISTING CONDITIONS
West Fork

*

An estimated 3.4 percent increase
in streamflow over naturally
occurring conditions may have
resulted in changes to channel
formation, sediment levels, and
streambank stability.

Past individual-tree-selection
harvest methods in riparian zones
have likely reduced the amount of
potentially recruitable large
woody debris to the West Fork;
this could be associated with the
existing below-average amounts of
large woody debris in the stream.

Past canopy removal in riparian
areas may have led to temporarily
increased stream temperatures as a
result of increased direct solar
energy, but to accurately qualify
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the extent of this potential past
impact is not possible.

* In the project area, an estimated
25.5 tons of sediment from
existing roads are contributed
annually to streams in the West
Fork watershed (see APPENDIX C -
WATERSHED AND HYDROLOGY ANALYSIS).

Overall, low to moderate collective
past and present impacts to bull
trout and westslope cutthroat trout
are likely in the West Fork as a
result of the existing conditions
described above.

Stryker and Johnson Creeks
Stryker Creek

* An estimated 3.3 percent increase
in the streamflow may have
resulted in changes to channel
formation, sediment levels, and
streambank stability.

* In the project area, an estimated
2.8 tons of sediment from existing
roads are contributed annually to
streams in the Stryker Creek
watershed (see APPENDIX C -
WATERSHED AND HYDROLOGY ANALYSIS).

Johnson Creek

* An estimated 3.5 percent increase
in the streamflow regime may have
resulted in changes to channel
formation, sediment levels, and
streambank stability.

* Past individual-tree-selection
harvest methods in riparian zones
along Johnson Creek may have
reduced the amount of potentially
recruitable large woody debris to
the stream and increased incoming
direct solar energy.

+ In the project area, an estimated
5.2 tons of sediment from existing
roads are contributed annually to
streams in the Johnson Creek
watershed (see APPENDIX C -
WATERSHED AND HYDROLOGY ANALYSIS).

* One existing culvert is likely a
migration barrier to all life
stages of bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout, except for a

portion of the strongest swimming
adults.

Overall, low to moderate collective
past and present impacts to bull
trout and westslope cutthroat trout
are possible in Stryker and Johnson
creeks as a result of the existing
conditions described above.

ALTERNATIVE EFFECTS
DIRECT AND INDIRECT EFFECTS
Populations

> Presence and Genetics

C  Direct and Indirect Fffects of Al
Alternatives

No direct or indirect impacts
would occur beyond those
described under EXISTING
CONDITIONS.

Habitat
> Flow Regime

C  Direct and Indirect Effects of No-Action
Alternative A

No impacts would be expected
beyond those described under
EXISTING CONDITIONS.

C  Direct and Indirect Effects of Action
Alternatives B and C

The approximate range of
potential water-yield increases
to streams iIn the project area
is 0.4 to 2.6 percent under
Action Alternative B and 0.2 to
1.6 percent with Action
Alternative C. With respect to
those existing conditions
described in the APPENDIX E -
FISHERIES ANALYSIS, these
potential modifications of flow
regimes are expected to have a
negligible impact to the Fflow-
regime component of bull trout
and westslope cutthroat trout
habitats beyond those described
under EXISTING CONDITIONS.
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> Sediment negligible or not occur at all.
. ) . - e With respect to EXISTING
C Direct an.dlndn ect Effects of No-Action CONDITIONS, Flow Regime and
Alternative A4

No impacts are expected beyond
those described under EXISTING
CONDITIONS.

Direct and Indirect Effects of Action
Alternatives B and C

Data from APPENDIX C — WATERSHED
AND HYDROLOGY ANALYSIS indicates
the range of potential water-
yield increases would be
generally insufficient to
facilitate the development of
unstable stream channels, which
could adversely affect the
sediment component of bull trout
and westslope cutthroat trout
habitats. APPENDIX C —
WATERSHED AND HYDROLOGY ANALYSIS
also indicates that road
improvements would reduce
sediment. Timber-harvesting
operations would comply with the
SMZ laws. With respect to the
earlier-described existing
conditions, these alternatives
would likely provide net
positive Impacts to the sediment
component of bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout
habitats.

Sediment, described earlier, no
foreseeable direct and indirect
impacts to the channel-form
component of bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout
habitats would be expected
beyond those described under
EXISTING CONDITIONS.

> Large Woody Debris
C  Direct and Indirect Effects of No-Action

Alternative A

No impacts would be expected
beyond those described under
EXISTING CONDITIONS.

Direct and Indirect Efffects of Action
Alternatives B and C

Since a 100-foot, no-harvest
buffer would be established
between the 3 streams and the
associated proposed harvest
areas, the rate of potential
large-woody-debris recruitment
would not likely be affected by
any proposed harvest area. No
direct or indirect impacts to
the large-woody-debris component
of bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout habitats would
be expected beyond those

» Channel Forms

C  Direct and Indirect Effects of No-Action
Alternative A

described under EXISTING
CONDITIONS.

> Riparian Zone

C  Direct and Indirect Effects of No-Action
Alternative A

No impacts are expected beyond
those described under EXISTING

CONDITIONS. No impacts would be expected
C  Direct and Indirect Effects of Action beyond those described under
Alternatives B and C EXISTING CONDITIONS.

Potential changes to stream C  Direct and Indirect Effects of JAction

channel forms are primarily a Alternatives B and C

:?nctlon_of modéf|cat|ons :0 The capability of the riparian-

ow regimes and consequen zone function to provide

relgtlonsh!ps with existing potential large-woody-debris

§eg!mentd5|zelglassesa_f@s - recruitment was evaluated.

indieated garlier. Odifieations  Since s no-harvest buffer of 100
feet would be established

cutthroa: trgu:lhabltag d between the 3 streams and the
components o ow regime an associated proposed harvest

sediment are expected to be
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areas, the riparian-zone beyond those described under
function associated with these 3 EXISTING CONDITIONS.
stream channels would likely not

be affected. No direct or > Connectivity

indirect impacts to the C  Direct and Indirect Effects of Al
riparian-zone component of bull Alternatives

trout and westslope cutthroat No impacts would be expected
trout habitats would be expected beyond those described under
beyond those described under EXISTING CONDITIONS.
EXISTING CONDITIONS.

CUMULATIVE EFFECTS
> Stream Temperature

. . . C Cumulative Effects of No-Action Alternative
C  Direct and Indirect Effects of No-Action A
Alternative A

No impacts would be expected
beyond those described under

EXISTING CONDITIONS.
. . X L. C  Cumulative Effects of Action Alternatives B
C  Direct and Indirect Effects of Action and C

Alternatives B and C

Cumulative impacts to bull trout
and westslope cutthroat trout
would not be expected.

As described in EXISTING

Direct solar radiation is the CONDITIONS and ALTERNATIVE EFFECTS
pramary mechanlsm affecting of Action Alternatives B and C,
Changes 1IN stream temperature the direct indirect and

throughoutlthe_project area. collective impacts of past- and
Consequently, iIncreases in present-related actions associated
stream temperature can occur with bull trout and westslope

through the loss of riparian cutthroat populations and habitat
vegetation th?t intercepts solar range from low to moderate. No
radiation. Since a no-harvest additional future activities
buffer of 100 feet would be related to the proposed actions by
established between tﬁe 3 location or generic type are known
streams and the associated at this time. As described
proposed harvest areas, stream throughout the direct and indirect
temperatures would not likely be effects of Action Alternatives B
gffected. No direct or indirect and C, the actions would have
impacts to the stream- impacts to bull trout and

temperature component of bull westslope cutthroat trout that
trout and westslope cutthroat range from negligible to net

trout habitats would be expected positive. Consequently, the risk

of foreseeable adverse cumulative
impacts to bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout is low.
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ANALYSIS AREA
This discussion occurs at 2 scales:

The project area includes lands that
DNRC manages in Sections 18, 19, 20,
21, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, and 34,
T34N, R23W, and Section 13 in T34N,
R24W. Full descriptions of the
project area and proposed harvest
units are presented in CHAPTER 11 —
ALTERNATIVES (FIGURES 11-1 - WEST
FORK TIMBER SALE ALTERNATIVE B and
11-2 - WEST FORK TIMBER SALE
ALTERNATIVE C maps) -

The second scale relates to the
surrounding landscape for assessing
cumulative effects. This scale
varies according to the species
being discussed, but generally
approximates the size of the home
range of the species in question.

ANALYSIS METHOD
COARSE-FILTER ASSESSMENT

DNRC recognizes that it is
impossible and unnecessary to assess
an affected environment or the
effects of proposed actions on all
wildlife species. We assume that if
landscape patterns and processes
similar to those that species
adapted to are maintained, then the
full complement of species will be
maintained across the landscape
(DNRC 1996).

Covertypes

Fire suppression probably had little
effect in the project area, while
past timber harvesting and diseases
heavily influenced the decline in
shade-intolerant tree species. The
changes presumably reduce the
abundance of species that use open,
shade-intolerant forested habitat,
while favoring species that use
dense, closed-canopy habitats.

Patch Size and Interior Habitats

Species that are hesitant to cross
broad expanses without forest cover,
or that depend on interior-forest
conditions, can be sensitive to the

amount and spatial configuration of
appropriate habitat.

Connectivity

The connectivity of forest cover
between adjacent patches is
important for promoting movements of
species that are hesitant to cross
broad, nonforested expanses. Key
travel areas, such as saddles or
near streams, are not included in
the proposed harvest units.

Deadwood

Deadwood (downed trees and snags) is
an important component of the
forested ecosystems. Maintenance of
habitats for birds and mammals that
depend on insects for food is
important for long-term health of
the forest. In Harvest Area II1,
shag densities (greater than 14
inches dbh) ranged from O to 16 per
acre, with an average of 3.1 snags
for stands in the cool and moist
habitat type and 3.4 snhags for
stands in the cold and moderately
dry habitat type. The density of
shags in the other harvest areas was
assessed and appears to be
relatively low. This can be
expected in previously harvested
stands and near open roads.

FINE-FILTER ASSESSMENT

In the fine-filter analysis,
individual species of concern are
evaluated. These include wildlife
species listed under the Endangered
Species Act, species listed as
sensitive by DNRC (ARM
36.11.436(6)), and species managed
as big game by DFWP. Included are
the bald eagle, Canada lynx, Rocky
Mountain gray wol¥, grizzly bear,
fisher, pileated woodpecker, and big
game.

Threatened and Endangered Species

> Bald Eagle

Bald eagles nest south of Upper
Whitefish Lake. No proposed units
occur within the nest or primary-
use areas; however, routes for log
hauling intersect the nest and
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primary-use area. The West Fork
Road, an open road, borders the
southern boundary of the nest and
primary-use area, while the
Whitefish Saddle Road, a
restricted road, follows the
primary-use area. To assess
cumulative effects to bald eagles,
the bald eagle territory home
range was used.

Canada Lynx

Based on field reconnaissance and
SLI modeling, while all proposed
harvest areas occur in general or
foraging habitat, denning habitat
is not expected to be affected.
Cumulative effects were analyzed
for lands in the Upper Whitefish
Grizzly Bear Subunit.

Groy Wolf

Use of the area by the gray wolf
is expected to be transitory or
sporadic. This project is not
expected to affect gray wolves;
therefore, this species was
dropped from further analysis for
this project.

Grizzly Bear

The project area provides year-
round habitat for grizzly bears.
This project could affect grizzly
bears directly through increased
road traffic, noise, and human
activity indicated by changes in
road densities. This project
could affect grizzly bears
indirectly by altering the amount
and location of hiding cover and
forage. The cumulative-effects
analysis was conducted using the
Upper Whitefish Grizzly Bear
Subunit. Managing motorized
access reduces the potential for
mortality, displacement from
important habitats, and
habituation to humans, and
provides relatively secure habitat
to reduce the energetic
requirements. The road-management
scenario in this subunit yields an
open-road density of 31.8 percent,
a total-road density of 33.8

percent, and a potential security-
core area of 51.6 percent.

Sensitive Species
> Fisher

Fishers are generalist predators
and use a variety of successional
forest stages, but are most often
found in stands with dense
canopies. Timber harvesting and
associated road construction could
affect fishers by altering habitat
and/or increasing their
susceptibility to trapping. The
Upper Whitefish Grizzly Bear
Subunit was used to assess
cumulative effects.

» Pileated Woodpecker

Due to the relatively high
elevation of the project area, the
pileated woodpecker is limited to
the drainage bottoms in the
project area. The analysis
conducted for this large project
area encompassed enough area to
support several pairs of pileated
woodpeckers; therefore, the
analysis area for cumulative
effects is the project area.

Big Game Species

The big game species that inhabit
the project area are deer, elk, and
moose. However, due to the high
elevation and heavy snow
accumulations, big game use of the
project area is restricted to the
nonwinter period.

ALTERNATIVE EFFECTS
DIRECT EFFECTS
C  Direct Effects of No-Action Alernative 4

Coarse Filter: No additional
displacement or disturbance of
wildlife iIs expected in the area.

Bald Eagle: No additional direct
effects to nesting or wintering
bald eagles would be expected.

Canada Lynx: No additional
activities would occur; therefore,
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no direct effects would be
expected.

Grizzly Bears: No additional
direct effects would occur under
this alternative.

Fisher: No additional human
disturbance or increased
vulnerability to trapping would be
expected.

Pileated Woodpecker: No
disturbance of pileated
woodpeckers would occur.

Big Game Species: No additional
human disturbance or increased
vulnerability to hunting would be
expected.

Direct Efffects of Action Alternatives B and C

Coarse Filter: Displacement
and/or disturbance of wildlife
species would be expected due to
these alternatives. Due to the
increased area and duration of
Action Alternative B, it is
expected to produce more
disturbances to wildlife species
than Action Alternative C.
However, the features of the
project design would reduce
widespread disturbance of the
area.

Bald Eagle: No harvesting would
occur in the nest or primary-use
areas. To limit disturbance to
nesting eagles, Harvest Areas |
and Il1-A would not be harvested
during the eagle-nesting season
(February 1 through August 15)
unless the territory is determined
to be unoccupied. With these
mitigation measures in place, no
additional disturbance effects are
expected.

Canada Lynx: Some disturbance of
lynx could occur in areas that
have adequate cover for lynx to
travel through. Lynx do not
appear to avoid roads that have
low traffic volumes, so increased
logging traffic on open and gated
roads is not expected to displace
or iIncrease the energetic cost of

individual lynx. The risk of
affecting lynx are higher under
Action Alternative B than Action
Alternative C, but both
alternatives are expected to
result in very minor risks of
negative direct effects.

Grizzly Bears: Under these
alternatives, disturbance would
increase due to activities in the
harvest units and on the
associated access roads. To
accomplish the harvests, some
restricted roads would be used,
but motorized use by the public
would not be allowed over a period
of several years. Disturbance
associated with these roads are
expected to result in decreased
use of adjacent habitats by
grizzly bears and will be
discussed further in the
cumulative effects analysis.

Fishers: Some displacement could
occur under each action
alternative; however, the effects
of this displacement would be
minor.

Pileated Woodpeckers: Under the
action alternatives, pileated
woodpeckers could be affected if
harvesting occurred during the
nesting period. Action
Alternative C would result in a
slighter risk of directly
affecting pileated woodpeckers
than Action Alternative B.

Big Game Species: Under each
action alternative, some
displacement could occur; however,
the effects of this displacement
would be minor.

Indirect Effects
C Indirect Effects of Vo-Action Allernatives A

Covertypes: In the long-term,
species that use the more-open
stands and/or shade-intolerant
tree species would be negatively
affected due to the loss of
habitat. Species that use late-
successional forest structure
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would benefit by an increase in
habitat.

Patch Size and Interior and Edge
Habitats: Patch size, interior
habitat, and edge habitats would
not change in the near term.

Deadwood: No changes in deadwood
resources would occur.

Bald Eagles: The density and
proportion of shade-tolerant tree
species would continue to increase
in timber stands that presently
provide bald eagle habitat, while
growth rates in timber stands
would decrease. The potential of
these effects limiting nest
success of this breeding pair is
low.

Canada Lynx: In the short term,
no effects to lynx are expected.
In the longer-term without
disturbance, denning habitat is
expected to increase, but foraging
opportunities are expected to
decrease.

Grizzly Bears: No additional
disturbance due to road use would
occur; therefore, negligible
effects are expected.

Fishers: Fisher habitat would
remain relatively unchanged in the
short-term.

Pileated Woodpeckers: The
existing trees would continue to
grow and die, thus providing
potential nesting and foraging
structure for pileated
woodpeckers. Therefore, pileated
woodpecker habitat would increase
through time, then decline,
resulting in a short- to mid-term
moderate beneficial effect to
pileated woodpeckers, but a long-
term minor negative effect.

Big Game Species: No changes to

big game habitat would occur in
the short-term.

Indirect Effects Commeon to .Action
Alternatives B and C

Connectivity: Under both
alternatives, substantial effects
to connectivity are not expected;
therefore, any effects are
expected to be negligible.

Deadwood: Deadwood resources
would be targeted for retention in
the harvest units. Harvesting is
expected to reduce the densities
of small- to medium-sized snhags;
therefore, these alternatives are
likely to affect cavity-nesting
species that use snags of smaller
diameter. However, retention of
dominant trees, existing deadwood,
and piles of cull logs is expected
to provide habitat for species
associated with large deadwood in
the short and long terms. Action
Alternative C would retain more
deadwood habitat in the project
area than Action Alternative B.

Age Class: Under both action
alternatives, efforts would be
made to convert stands to more
closely reflect the historic
conditions outlined in Losensky
(1997). Both alternatives would
benefit early-successional species
at the expense of mid- to later-
successional species. Action
Alternative B would create more
early successional habitat than
Action Alternative C.

Bald Eagle: Habitat in the nest-
site or primary-use areas would
not be modified under these action
alternatives. Therefore, the
effects discussed under No-Action
Alternative A are expected to
occur in these areas.

Grizzly Bears: Under Action
Alternatives B and C, timber
harvesting would reduce hiding
cover. The loss of hiding cover
is expected to result in
negligible, short-term (5 to 10
years) negative effects to grizzly
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bears. Increased forage would be
about proportional to canopy
removal. The effects of both
action alternatives would be
minor.

Pileated Woodpeckers: Under
Action Alternatives B and C, 775
acres of pileated woodpecker
habitat in the project area would
be modified. These alternatives
are expected to result in
negligible negative effects to
pileated woodpeckers. Species
such as western larch would be
planted with these alternatives
and could provide habitat for
pileated woodpeckers in the
distant future.

Big Game Species: Removal of the
overstory canopy is expected to
increase forage, but would also
reduce hiding cover. Since Action
Alternative B would remove
overstory canopy from a larger
area, the effects would be more
pronounced in the project area
under that alternative. However,
in either case, effects are
expected to be negligible.

Indirect Effects of Action Alternatives B

Covertypes: On 138 acres,
harvesting would promote more
historic covertype representation.
On the remaining 1,130 acres, the
covertype would not change;
however, shade-intolerant species,
such as western larch and western
white pine, would be planted in
regeneration units to reintroduce
or iIncrease their representation
in the future stand. These
changes would favor wildlife
species that use more open-
canopied, shade-intolerant tree
species at the expense of wildlife
species associated with closed-
canopied, shade-tolerant tree
species. If whitebark pine
successfully regenerates, species
such as Clarke’s nutcracker,
grizzly bears, squirrels, etc.,
would benefit from an increase 1in
key food sources.

Patch Size and Interior and Edge
Habitats: Forested habitat would
decrease by 1,187 acres and
interior forested habitat would
decrease by 1,526 acres, while
edge habitat would increase by 339
acres in the Upper Whitefish
Grizzly Bear Subunit. Habitat for
species that use forested and
interior habitat would decrease,
while species that use edge and
regeneration or unforested
habitats would be favored.

Canada Lynx: Lynx habitat would
be modified on 1,270 acres. In
the short-term, available lynx
habitat would decline. As stands
regenerate, foraging and denning
habitats are expected to increase
over present.

Fishers: Under Action Alternative
B, 1,270 acres of habitat would be
modified. A 100-foot, no-harvest
buffer along the West Fork and
Stryker and Johnson creeks would
be retained to protect potential
high-quality resting habitat and
travel corridors, since Ffishers
travel along stream courses and
prefer habitats in the proximity
of water. This alternative is
expected to remove Fisher habitat,
while retaining travel corridors
along stream courses, which would
result in minor negative effects
to fishers.

Indirect Effects of Action Alternatives C

Covertypes: Harvesting would
promote more historic covertype
representation on 46 acres. On
the remaining 892 acres, the
covertype would not change;
however, shade-intolerant species,
such as western larch and western
white pine, would be planted in
regeneration units to reintroduce
or iIncrease their representation
in the future stand. These
changes would favor wildlife
species that use more open-
canopied, shade-intolerant tree
species at the expense of wildlife
species associated with closed-
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canopied, shade-tolerant tree
species. Whitebark pine
regeneration is not expected in
any of these units.

Patch Size and Interior and Edge
Habitats: Forested habitat would
decrease by 855 acres and interior
forested habitat would decrease by
1,136 acres, while edge habitat
would increase by 281 acres in the
Upper Whitefish Grizzly Bear
Subunit.

Canada Lynx: This alternative is
expected to result in the benefits
discussed in Action Alternative B
without the potential long-term
loss of habitat on 332 acres in
Harvest Area 111I.

Fishers: The effects discussed
under Action Alternative B are
expected; however, this
alternative would not harvest in
Harvest Area 111 (332 acres).
Harvest Area 111l occurs in less
desirable fisher habitat than the
other areas in the flatter
topography; therefore, this
alternative would result in
slightly less minor effects to
fisher.

Cumulative Effects
C Cumulative Effects Common to AU

Alternatives

Patch Size, Interior and Edge
Habitats, and Connectivity:
Adjacent USFS lands are not
expected to be harvested, thereby
forested habitat and patch size
would be retained in those areas.
The effects discussed under
indirect effects would be
cumulative to the conditions
occurring on adjacent lands in the
area.

Deadwood: Reductions in deadwood
resources would be cumulative to
past timber and salvage harvests.

Fishers: Salvage operations and
firewood cutting on State trust
lands has decreased habitat.
Overall, Action Alternative B

would combine with other
activities on Stillwater Unit to
produce minor negative effects to
fishers. Slightly less minor
effects are expected under Action
Alternative C.

Big Game Species: Since no other
projects are planned in the
cumulative effects area, the
effects discussed for the project
area also hold true for the
cumulative effects area.

Cumulative Effects of the Vo A ction
Alternatives A

Covertype and Age Class: This
alternative would affect wildlife
species using the area by
decreasing habitat diversity in
the area and favoring species
associated with late-succession,
shade-intolerant tree species.

Bald Eagles: Under this no-action
alternative, no additional
disturbance or habitat
modification would occur in the
analysis area.

Canada Lynx: No habitat would be
modified. Under this alternative,
barring any disturbance, forage
availability would decrease while
denning habitat would increase.

Grizzly Bears: Under this
alternative, motorized access to
the area would remain unchanged.

Pileated Woodpeckers: Pileated
woodpecker habitat in and around
the project area would increase on
DNRC lands through time, then
decline.

Cumulative Effects Common to .Action
Alternatives B and C

Covertype and Age Class: Under
both action alternatives, efforts
would be made to convert stands to
more closely reflect the historic
conditions outlined in Losensky
(1997). These alternatives would
benefit early successional species
at the expense of mid- to later-
successional species.
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WILDLIFE ANALYSIS

Grizzly Bear: No reasonable
mitigations were identified for
avoiding the short-term impacts to
security core while performing the
culvert removals in Stryker basin.
The Alternative Practice
authorized by the Forest
Management Bureau Chief would be
implemented, allowing the
Department to temporarily decrease
the security core area below the
1996 baseline.

Cumulative Effects of Action Alternatives B

Canada Lynx: Following
harvesting, approximately 14.1
percent of lynx habitat on DNRC
lands within the Upper
Whitefish Grizzly Bear Subunit
would be temporarily
unsuitable. These lands are
expected to develop into young
foraging habitat in 10 to 20
years. Denning habitat would
remain unchanged, but some
piles of cull logs would be
retained to provide denning
structure in the future.

Grizzly Bears: Under this
alternative, grizzly bears are
expected to avoid an additional
1,368 acres of habitat due to the
increased motorized use on roads
associated with timber harvests.
Additionally, 1,052 acres of
potential security would be
affected.

Dependent upon which road-
management scenario is selected,
the proposal could exceed open-
road density levels over the 1996
baseline. If the decision is made
to implement year-long
restrictions on either the Stryker

Ridge Road or Antice Knob Road,
effects to the grizzly bear are
expected to be negligible. If the
decision is made to implement the
Alternative Practice (authorizes
the Department to temporarily
exceed open-road densities),
grizzly bears may avoid an
additional 732 acres of habitat
for 2 nondenning seasons as a
result of increased road
disturbance. This is 358 acres
over the 1996 baseline level of
open-road densities. Displacement
of bears from quality habitats
could affect grizzly bear survival
and reproduction to an unknown
degree. Following completion of
this project, all roads would
revert to current management.

Cumulative Effects of «Action Alternatives C

Canada Lynx: Following
harvests, approximately 13.1
percent of lynx habitat on DNRC
lands within the Upper
Whitefish Grizzly Bear Subunit
would be temporarily
unsuitable. These lands are
expected to develop into young
foraging habitat in 10 to 20
years. Denning habitat would
remain unchanged, but some
piles of cull logs would be
retained to provide denning
structure in the future.

Grizzly Bears: Grizzly bears are
expected to avoid 556 acres of
habitat due to the increased
motorized use on roads associated
with the timber harvesting of this
alternative. With the mitigation
included in the project design,
the amount of habitat disturbance
is less then those experienced
during the 1996 baseline
conditions. Therefore, minor
effects to bears are expected.
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ECONOMIC ANALYSIS

INTRODUCTION

The proposed timber sale is located
in Stillwater State Forest north of
Whitefish in Flathead County. This
analysis analyzes the economic
impacts of the proposed timber sale
project. Market activities that
directly or indirectly benefit the
Montana education system, generate
revenue for the school trust fund,
and provide funding for public
buildings will be emphasized in this
section. The generation of income

from trust forestlands for the
school trust fund and public
buildings is required under the
Enabling Act of 1889 and the State
of Montana Constitution.

EXISTING CONDITIONS

Enrollment in Montana schools for
grades kindergarten through 12 was
149,995 in fiscal year 2003. The
most recent information indicates
that it costs an estimated $7,080
per year to educate one student, on
average. The average expenditure
per pupil in Montana is below the
national average.

Most of the income from timber
sales is allocated through the
legislative process to various
educational institutions. Local
school districts also raise income
through property taxes. The taxable
value of property is an important
factor that influences the ability
of a local school district to
generate tax revenue.

The Legislature
allocates most of
the income from
timber sales to
subsidize schools
such as the West
Valley and Bissell
grade schools in
Flathead County.
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ECONOMIC ANALYSIS

ALTERNATIVE EFFECTS
DIRECT EFFECTS

o Direct Effects of No-Action .Alternative .4 on
FEconomics

No income would be provided for
schools. General fund revenues
would be needed to replace money
that would not be generated by one
of the action alternatives.

o Direct Effects of Action Allernative B on
FEconomics

An estimated $677,900 would be
generated for the school trust
fund. This revenue would be
adequate to send 96 children
through school for a year without
other financial support.

o Direct Effects of Action Alternative C on
Fconomics

An estimated $359,000 would be
generated for the school trust
fund. This revenue would be
adequate to send 51 children
through school for a year without
other financial support.

INDIRECT EFFECTS

An indirect impact of timber sales
is the employment generated and
income provided to those workers who
obtain jobs as a result of the
timber harvest. The estimated
employment in the forest industry in
Montana is 10.58 jobs for every
million board feet of timber
harvested. The annual income
associated with these jobs is
$37,347 per year per job based on a
weighted average of the incomes in
the timber industry in Flathead and
Lincoln Counties. Using this
information, together with the
timber harvest associated with each
alternative, an estimate of the wage
and salary income generated from
each alternative is shown in TABLE
111-4 - EMPLOYMENT AND EARNINGS
IMPACT.

TABLE 111-4 - EMPLOYMENT AND EARNINGS
IMPACT
JOBS TOTAL
ALTERNATIVE SUPPLIED INCOME ($)
A 0 0
B 100 3,734,700
C 60 2,240,800

CUMULATIVE EFFECTS

This sale would be part of the
annual harvest of timber from the
Montana forest trust lands. The net
revenue from this sale would add to
this year’s contribution to the
trust fund. Annual contributions to
the trust fund have varied widely
over the years because the actual
contribution to the trust is more a
function of annual harvest than of
annual sales.

Harvest levels can vary
substantially over time; sales tend
to be more consistent. Annual
revenue from harvests for the last 5
years is shown in TABLE 111-5 -
ANNUAL REVENUE FROM TIMBER HARVESTED
FROM MONTANA TRUST LANDS. The net
contribution to the trust fund is
also affected by the annual costs
experienced by the Department for
program management, which varies
year to year. The Department should
continue to make net annual
contributions to the trust from its
forest management program.

TABLE 111-5 - ANNUAL REVENUE FROM TIMBER
HARVESTED FROM MONTANA TRUST LANDS

YEAR HARVEST REVENUE ($)
2003 8,270,589
2002 9,699,034
2001 8,524,150
2000 12,710,311
1999 6,998,847

DNRC has a State-wide sustained-
yield annual harvest goal of 50
mmbf. 1f timber from this project
is not sold, this volume could come
from sales elsewhere; however, the
timber may be from other areas and
not benefit this region of the
State. This forest area would be
available for harvesting
consideration again.
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ROAD MANAGEMENTASSESSMENT

INTRODUCT ION ANALYSIS AREA

This section describes road use and The Upper Whitefish Grizzly Bear
road restrictions and the likely Subunit is the analysis area; the
effects of the proposed actions. project area is within this Subunit.
METHODS TABLE 111-6 - EXISTING ROADS AND

ROAD MANAGEMENT IN THE UPPER
WHITEFISH GRIZZLY BEAR SUBUNIT

This section describes the
locations, types of road
restrictions, and periods of time
the restrictions take effect.

displays both open and restricted
roads within the Upper Whitefish
Grizzly Bear Subunit.

TABLE 111-6 - SUMMARY OF ROADS WITHIN THE UPPER WHITEFISH GRIZZLY BEAR SUBUNIT

INVOLVED IN THE WEST FORK TIMBER SALE PROJECT

ROADS ASSOCIATED WITH MILES ROAD
ROAD MANAGEMENT USE

REMARKS

Upper Whitefish Road 11.3

Access from Whitefish and Olney
to the North Fork of the Flathead
River.

West Fork Road 6.1 ) Access from Upper Whitefish Road
Open for public to Stryker.
motorized use year- -

Johnson Road 3.4 |round. This dead-end road accesses the
Johnson Basin area.

Stryker Ridge Road 4.7 Accesses Stryker Ridge; the open
portion of the road ends at the
gate and barricade.

Antice Knob Road 5.4 |Open for public Provides access from Stryker

motorized use July 1
through April 1.

Ridge Road to Johnson Road.

Whitefish Saddle Road 2.4
Public motorized use

Dead-end road. Road use beyond
1.7 miles is restricted by brush.

Stryker Basin Road 5.4 |is restricted April
1 through November

North Johnson Road 1.8 |15.

Twin Lakes Road 1.2

Spur 11C Roads 1.4 |Due to heavy brush,

motorized use is
restricted.

The location of these dead-end
roads can be found on the
alternative maps in Chapter I1I.
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ROAD MANAGEMENTANALYSIS

ALTERNATIVE EFFECTS
DIRECT EFFECTS
o Direct Effects of No-Action Alternative . to

Road Management

Current access and road
restriction would remain the same.
Between April 1 and November 15,
administrative use of restricted
roads may continue at the current
low level of use of 7 vehicle
passes per week, or more than 7
vehicle passes per week, but less
use than 30 continuous days per
year.

Direct Effects of Road Management Common
to Action Alternatives B and C

The Upper Whitefish and West Fork
roads would remain open to public
motorized use, while the North
Johnson, Stryker Basin, Spur 11,
and Twin Lakes roads would remain
restricted from public motorized
use. Whitefish Saddle Road would
remain restricted from public
motorized use, but would be open
to harvest-related activities for
1 year.

A gate would be installed at Site
A (see ALTERNATIVE MAPS in CHAPTER
11) on Johnson Road to restrict
public access on approximately 2.0
miles. This would be a temporary
restriction for the duration of
the logging activity associated
with this sale. This restriction
is within the project area. With
this restriction in place, logging
operations would be able to exceed
30 days of use on Whitefish Saddle
Road and still meet the baseline
open-road-density levels of 1996.

Direct Effects of Action Alternative B to
Road Management

Several road-management scenarios
are proposed with Action
Alternative B. With an approved
Alternative Practice available to
temporarily exceed open-road
densities and temporarily reduce
the grizzly bear security core, 1
of the 3 following scenarios may

be selected by the decisionmaker
to implement. The details explain
where changes are proposed, their
purposes, and what direct effects
would occur:

1) Scenario I would install a gate
on Stryker Ridge Road near the
junction of Antice Road.
Approximately 4.4 miles of
Stryker Ridge Road would be
restricted from public
motorized use from April 1
through November 15 for 2
consecutive years to allow
harvesting activities to be
completed in Harvest Area 1I1.

2) Currently, public motorized use
behind gates on Antice Road is
restricted on 5.4 miles of road
between April 1 and June 30;
the second scenario would be to
lengthen the length of time to
November 15 for 2 years while
harvesting activities proceed
in Harvest Area I11.

3) Scenario 3 would implement the
Alternative Practice, which has
been approved by the Acting
Bureau Chief and allows DNRC to
exceed the SFLM Rules for open-
road density levels. No roads
would have additional
restrictions, except the upper
portion of Johnson Road during
log-hauling activities.

The gate restriction at Site A
would also remain in place during
active periods of harvesting in
Harvest Area 111. This upper
portion of the Johnson road system
is narrow with steep sideslopes;
therefore, restriction of public
vehicles is recommended for safety
purposes. When timber sale
activities are completed, the gate
would be removed and closures at
the North Johnson and Twin Lakes
roads would be reinstalled.
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C Direct Effects of Action Allernative C to Road

ROAD MANAGEMENTASSESSMENT

Management

In addition to roads listed under
Direct Effects to Action
Alternatives B and C, the status
of the Stryker Ridge and Antice
Knob roads would remain unchanged.

INDIRECT EFFECTS

Indirect Effects of Al Alternatives on Road
Management

Indirect effects of the changes to
public access on Stillwater State
Forest may be found under Grizzly
Bears in APPENDIX F - WILDLIFE
ANALYSIS.

Indirect Effects of Action Alternatives B and
C on Road Management

Restricted motorized access would
temporarily reduce opportunities
for recreational use.

CUMULATIVE EFFECTS

Cumulative Effects of No-Action Alterantive
A and Action Allernative Cto Road
Management

Stillwater Unit would continue to
attempt to meet the open-road
density levels within the grizzly
bear subunits and restrict public
motorized use of roads on new or
temporary roads within the
subunits.

Cumulative Effects of Action Alternative B to
Road Management

Stillwater Unit would continue to
attempt to meet the SFLM Rules for
open-road density levels within
the grizzly bear subunits and
restrict public motorized use of
roads on new or temporary roads
within the subunits. With the
implementation of Action
Alternative B and the Alternative
Practice for open-road densities,
the open-road-density level within
the Upper Whitefish Grizzly Bear
Subunit would be temporarily
exceeded for approximately 2
years.
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ROAD MANAGEMENT ASSESSMENT

LEGEND

Open roads for year-round motorized use
N Roaduse restrictedto administrative use only;
o prblic motorized-use allowsd

3 \pper whitefish Grizzly Bear Subunit

[ Proposed Harve st Units

| MNaorth Johnson Road

Twin Lake Roady £

Antice Road
{motarized-use restricted
from April 1 - June 30) e

FIGURE 111-6 - EXISTING ROADS AND ROAD MANAGEMENT IN THE UPPER WHITEFISH
GRIZZLY BEAR SUBUNIT
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IRRETRIEVABLE AND IRREVERSIBLE
COMMITMENTS OF NATURAL RESOURCES

IRRETRIEVABLE

A resource that has been
irretrievably committed is lost for
a period of time. Many timber
stands in the project area are
mature; some individual trees are
more than 150 years old. Either
timber-harvesting alternatives would
cause live trees to be irretrievably
lost; they would no longer
contribute to future shag
recruitment, stand structure and
compositional diversity, aesthetics,
wildlife habitat, the nutrient-
recycling process, or any other
important ecosystem functions.

Areas converted from timber
production to permanent roads would
be lost from timber production and
would not function as forested lands
for a period of time.

IRREVERSIBLE

An irreversible commitment of
resources refers to the loss of
production or use of a resource due
to a land-use decision that, once
executed, cannot be changed. A
resource that has been irreversibly
committed cannot be reversed or
replaced. The initial loss of trees
due to timber harvesting would not

be irreversible. Natural
regeneration combined with site
preparation and artificial
regeneration would promote the
establishment of new trees. |IF
management decisions allowed for the
continued growth of established
trees, they would ultimately become
equivalent in size to the
irretrievably harvested trees.

Timber harvesting would change plant
succession, stand development, and
species composition. The harvesting
of old-growth timber would reduce
the available old-growth habitat for
an extended period of time
(approximately 150 to 200 years) and
would constitute an irreversible
commitment of resources.

Areas that are initially lost to
timber production through road
construction could, over time, be
reclaimed and once again produce
timber and function as forested
land. Temporary road construction,
which is needed to access timber
stands, 1s proposed under both
action alternatives. Because these
roads would be reclaimed after
harvesting, only minor irreversible
commitments of soil productivity
would occur.
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Administrative road use

Road use that is restricted to DNRC
personnel and contractors or for
purposes such as monitoring, forest
improvement, fire control, hazard
reduction, etc.

Airshed

An area defined by a certain set of
air conditions; typically, a
mountain valley in which air
movement is constrained by natural
conditions such as topography.

Alevins

Juvenile Fish in the developmental
stage, where the egg yolk sac is
still attached.

Appropriate conditions

Describes the set of forest
conditions determined by DNRC to
best meet the SFLMP objectives. The
4 main components useful for
describing an appropriate mix of
conditions are covertype
proportions, age-class
distributions, stand-structural
characteristics, and the spatial
relationships of stands (size,
shape, location, etc.), all assessed
across the landscape.

Bald eagle primary-use area

An area where i1t is assumed that 75
percent of the foraging, resting,
and associated behaviors occur.

Basal area
A measure of the number of square
feet of space occupied by the stem
of a tree.

Bedload aggredation

Stream sediment consisting of sand,
gravel, cobbles, and small boulders
is termed bedload. Bedload
aggredation is the accumulation of
bedload sediment in a particular
location.

Benthic
Bottom dwelling.

Best Management Practices (BMPs)
Guidelines to direct forest
activities, such as logging and road
construction, for the protection of
soils and water quality.

Biodiversity

The variety of life and its
processes, including the variety of
living organisms, the genetic
differences among them, and the
communities and ecosystems in which
they occur.

Board foot

144 cubic inches of wood that is
equivalent to a piece of lumber 1
inch thick by 1 foot wide by 1 foot
long.

Canopy

The upper level of a forest
consisting of branches and leaves of
the taller trees.

Canopy closure

The percentage of a given area
covered by the crowns, or canopies,
of trees.

Cavity

A hollow excavated in trees by birds
or other animals. Cavities are used
for roosting and reproduction by
many birds and mammals.

Coarse down woody material
Dead trees within a forest stand
that have fallen and begun
decomposing on the forest floor.

Compaction

Increased soil density caused by
force exerted at the soil surface,
modifying aeration and nutrient
availability.

Connectivity

The quality, extent, or state of
being joined; unity; the opposite of
fragmentation.

Cover
See Hiding cover and/or Thermal
cover.



Co-dominant tree

A tree that extends its crown into
the canopy, receiving direct sunlight
from above and limited sunlight on
its sides. One or more sides are
crowded by the crowns of other trees.

Crown cover or crown closure
The percentage of a given area
covered by the crowns of trees.

Cull

A tree of such poor quality that it
has no merchantable value in terms of
the product being cut.

Cutting units
Areas of timber proposed for
harvesting.

Cumulative effect

The impact on the environment that
results from the incremental impact
of the action when added to other
actions. Cumulative impacts can also
result from individually minor
actions, but collectively they may
compound the effect of the actions.

Desired future conditions
See “Appropriate conditions’.

Direct effect

Effects on the environment that occur
at the same time and place as the
initial cause or action.

Ditch relief

A method of draining water from roads
using ditches and corrugated metal
pipe. The pipe is placed just under
the surface of the road.

Dominant tree

Those trees within a forest stand
that extend their crowns above
surrounding trees and capture
sunlight from above and around the
crown.

Drain dip

A graded depression built into a road
to divert water and prevent soil
erosion.

Ecosystem

An interacting system of living
organisms and the land and water that
make up their environment; the home
place of all living things, including
humans.

Environmental effects

The impacts or effects of a project
on the natural and human
environment.

Equivalent clearcut acres (ECA)

This method equates the area
harvested and the percent of crown
removed with an equivalent amount of
clearcut area.

Allowable ECA - The estimated
number of acres that can be
clearcut before stream channel
stability is affected.

Existing ECA - The number of acres
that have been previously
harvested, taking into account the
degree of hydrologic recovery that
has occurred due to revegetation.

Remaining ECA - The calculated
amount of harvesting that may
occur without substantially
increasing the risk of causing
detrimental effects to the
stability of the stream channel.

Excavator piling
The piling of logging residue using
an excavator.

Fire regimes

Describes the frequency, type, and
severity of wildfires. Examples
include: frequent nonlethal
underburns; mixed-severity fires;
and stand-replacement or lethal
burns.

Fledge
To rear until ready for flight or
independent activity.

Forage
All browse and nonwoody plants
available to wildlife for grazing.

Forest improvement

The establishment and growing of
trees after a site has been
harvested. Associated activities
include:

— site preparation,

- planting,

— survival checks,

— regeneration surveys, and
— stand thinnings.
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Fragmentation (forest)

A reduction of connectivity and an
increase in sharp stand edges
resulting when large contiguous
areas of forest with similar age and
structural character are interrupted
through disturbance (stand-
replacement fire, timber harvesting,
etc.)

Geomorphical
A term referring to the shape of the
earth or its topography.

Habitat

The place where a plant or animal
naturally or normally lives and
grows.

Habitat type

The place or type of site where a
plant or animal naturally or
normally lives and grows.

Hazard reduction

The reduction of fire hazard by
processing logging residue with
methods such as separation, removal,
scattering, lopping, crushing,
piling and burning, broadcast
burning, burying, and chipping.

HEX-RAS
A computer software package used to
model stream flows.

Hiding cover

Vegetation capable of hiding some
specified portion of a standing
adult mammal from human view at a
distance of 200 feet.

Historical forest condition
The condition of the forest prior to
settlement by Europeans.

Indirect Effects

Secondary effects that occur in
locations other than the initial
action or significantly later in
time.

Interdisciplinary team (ID
Team)

A team of resource specialists
brought together to analyze the
effects of a project on the
environment.

Intermediate trees

A characteristic of certain tree
species that allows them to survive
in relatively low light conditions,
although they may not thrive.

Interstitial
The spaces between the rocks that
make up a stream’s substrate.

Introgression

The successive gene transfer/flow
between hybridized individuals of a
population and those individuals
that are “genetically pure” (or of
some other level of genetic purity).

Landscape
An area of land with interacting
ecosystems.

Macroinvertebrates
Agquatic insects.

Meter
A measurement equaling 39.37 inches.

Mitigation measure

An action or policy designed to
reduce or prevent detrimental
effects.

Morphology
The general shape of the stream.

Multistoried stands
Timber stands with 3 or more
distinct stories.

Nest-site area (bald eagle)

The area in which human activity or
development may stimulate
abandonment of the breeding area,
affect successful completion of the
nesting cycle, or reduce
productivity. This area is either
mapped for a specific nest based on
field data, or, if that is
impossible, is defined as the area
within a quarter-mile radius of all
nest sites in the breeding area that
have been active within 5 years.

No-action alternative

The option of maintaining the status
quo and continuing present
management activities; the proposed
project would not be implemented.
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Nonforested area

A naturally occurring area where
trees do not establish over the long
term, such as bogs, natural meadows,
avalanche chutes, and alpine areas.

0ld growth

For this analysis, old growth is
defined as stands that meet the
minimum criteria (number of trees
per acre that have a minimum dbh and
a minimum age) for a given site
(old-growth group from habitat
type). These minimums can be found
in the Green et al Old Growth Forest
Types of the Northern Region (see
REFERENCES) -

Overstory

The level of the forest canopy
including the crowns of dominant,
codominant, and intermediate trees.

Patch

A discrete area of forest connected
to other discrete forest areas by
relatively narrow corridors; an
ecosystem element (such as
vegetation) that is relatively
homogeneous internally, but differs
from what surrounds it.

Periphyton
Single-celled algae.

Permeability
The ease or rate that water passes
through a layer or object.

Porosity
The quality or state of having holes
through which fluid or air may pass.

Potential nesting habitat (bald
eagle)

Sometimes referred to as “suitable
nesting habitat,” areas that have no
history of occupancy by breeding
bald eagles, but contain the
potential to do so.

Project file

A public record of the analysis
process, including all documents
that form the basis for the project
analysis. The project file for the
West Fork of Swift Creek Timber Sale
EIS is located at the Stillwater
State Forest office near Olney,
Montana.

Redds
The spawning ground or nest of
various Ffish species.

Regeneration

The replacement of one forest stand
by another as a result of natural
seeding, sprouting, planting, or
other methods.

Residual stand
Trees that remain standing following
any harvesting operation.

Road-construction activities

In general, the term “road
construction activities’ refers to
all the activities conducted while
building new roads, reconstructing
existing roads, and obliterating
roads. The activities may include
any or all of the following:

— road construction;

— right-of-way clearing;

— excavation of cut/fill material;

— installation of road surface and
ditch drainage features;

— installation of culverts at stream
crossings;

— burning right-of-way slash;

— hauling and installation of borrow
material; and

— blading and shaping road surfaces.

Road improvements

Construction projects on an existing
road to improve ease of travel,
safety, drainage, and water quality.

Salmonids
Member of the trout family.

Saplings
Trees 1 to 4 inches in diameter at
breast height.

Sawtimber trees
Trees with a minimum dbh of 9
inches.

Scarification

The mechanized gouging and ripping
of surface vegetation and litter to
expose mineral soil and enhance the
establishment of natural
regeneration.
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Scoping

The process of determining the
extent of the environmental
assessment task. Scoping includes
public involvement to learn which
issues and concerns should be
addressed and the depth of
assessment that will be required.
It also includes a review of other
factors, such as laws, policies,
actions by other landowners, and
jJurisdictions of other agencies that
may affect the extent of assessment
needed.

Security

For wild animals, the freedom from
the likelihood of displacement or
mortality due to human disturbance
or confrontation.

Seedlings
Live trees less that 1 inch dbh.

Sediment

In bodies of water, solid material,
mineral or organic, that is
suspended and transported or
deposited.

Sediment yield
The amount of sediment that is
carried to streams.

Seral

Refers to a biotic community that is
in a developmental, transitional
stage in ecological succession.

Shade intolerant

Describes the tree species that
generally can only reproduce and
grow in the open or where the
overstory is broken and allows
sufficient sunlight to penetrate.
Often these are seral species that
get replaced by more shade-tolerant
species during succession. In
Stillwater State Forest, shade-
intolerant species generally include
ponderosa pine, western larch,
Douglas-fir, western white pine, and
lodgepole pine.

Shade tolerant

Describes tree species that can
reproduce and grow under the canopy
in poor sunlight conditions. These
species replace less shade-tolerant

species during succession. In
Stillwater State Forest, shade-
tolerant species generally include
subalpine fir, grand fir, Engelmann
spruce, and western red cedar.

Siltation

The process of very fine particles
of soil (silt) settling. This may
occur in streams or from runoff. An
example would be the silt build-up
left after a puddle evaporates.

Silviculture

The art and science of managing the
establishment, composition, and
growth of forests to accomplish
specific objectives.

Sinuosity
A measure of meander within a
stream.

Site preparation

A hand or mechanized manipulation of
a harvested site to enhance the
success of regeneration. Treatments
are intended to modify the soil,
litter, and vegetation to create
microclimate conditions conducive to
the establishment and growth of
desired species.

Slash

Branches, tree tops, and cull trees
left on the ground following a
harvest.

Snag

A standing dead tree or the portion
of a broken-off tree. Snags may
provide feeding and/or nesting sites
for wildlife.

Snow intercept

The action of trees and other plants
in catching falling snow and
preventing it from reaching the
ground.

Spur roads

Low-standard roads constructed to
meet minimum requirements for
harvest-related traffic.

Stand

An aggregation of trees occupying a
specific area and sufficiently
uniform in composition, age
arrangement, and condition so as to
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be distinguishable from the
adjoining forest.

Stand density
Number of trees per acre.

Stocking

The degree of occupancy of land by
trees as measured by basal area or
number of trees, and as compared to
a stocking standard, which is an
estimate of either the basal area or
the number of trees per acre
required to fully use the growth
potential of the land.

Stream gradient

The slope of a stream along its
course, usually expressed in
percentage indicating the amount of
drop per 100 feet.

Stumpage

The value of standing trees in the
forest; sometimes used to mean the
commercial value of standing trees.

Substrate scoring
Rating of streambed particle sizes.

Succession

The natural series of replacement of
one plant (and animal) community by

another over time in the absence of

disturbance.

Suppressed

The condition of a tree
characterized by a low growth rate
and low vigor due to competition.

Temporary road

Roads built to the minimal standards
necessary to prevent impacts to
water quality and provide a safe and
efficient route to remove logs from
the timber sale area. Following
logging operations or site
preparations, reclamation would
incorporate the following concepts
to discourage future motorized use
of the roads:

— Segments near the beginning of the
new temporary road systems would
be reshaped to their natural
contours and reclaimed for
approximately 200 feet by grass
seeding and strewing slash and
debris.

— The reclamation of the remaining
road would include a combination
of ripping or mechanically
loosening the surface soils on the
road, removing culverts or bridges
that were installed, spreading
forest debris along portions of
the road, and allowing the surface
to revegetate naturally.

Territoriality
The behavioral pattern exhibited by
an animal defending its territory.

Texture

A term used in visual assessments
indicating distinctive or
identifying features of the
landscape depending on distance.

Thermal cover

For white-tailed deer, thermal cover
has 70 percent or more coniferous
canopy closure at least 20 feet
above the ground, generally
requiring trees to be 40 feet or
taller.

For elk and mule deer, thermal cover
has 50 percent or more coniferous
canopy closure at least 20 feet
above the ground, generally
requiring trees to be 40 feet or
taller.

Timber-harvesting activities

In general, the term timber-
harvesting activities refers to all
the activities conducted to
facilitate timber removal before,
during, and after the timber is
removed. These activities may
include any or all of the following:

— Ffelling and bucking standing trees
into logs;
— skidding logs to a landing;

— processing, sorting, and loading
logs onto trucks at the landing;

— hauling logs by truck to a mill;

— slashing and sanitizing residual
vegetation damaged during logging;

— machine piling logging slash;

— burning logging slash;

— scarifying and preparing the site
for planting; and

— planting trees.
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Understory

The trees and other woody species
growing under a, more or less,
continuous cover of branches and
foliage formed collectively by the
overstory of adjacent trees and
other woody growth.

Uneven-aged stand
Various ages and sizes of trees
growing together on a uniform site.

Ungulates

Hoofed animals, such as mule deer,
white-tailed deer, elk, and moose,
that are mostly herbivorous; many
are horned or antlered.

Vigor

The degree of health and growth of a

tree or stand of trees.

Watershed
The region or area drained by a
river or other body of water.

Water yield

The average annual runoff for a
particular watershed expressed in
acre-feet.

Water-yield increase

Due to forest canopy removal, an
increase in the average annual
runoff over natural conditions.

Windthrow

A tree pushed over by wind.
Windthrows (blowdowns) are common
among shallow-rooted species and in
areas where cutting or natural
disturbances have reduced the
density of a stand so individual
trees remain unprotected from the
force of the wind.

Win XSPRO
A computer software package used to
model stream flows.
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ARM

BMP
cmp
CS

dbh
DEQ

DFWP

DNRC

DEIS

EA
ECA
EIS

EPA
FEIS

FI
FNF

ACRONYMS

Administrative Rules of
Montana

Best Management Practices
corrugated metal pipe
Common Schools (trust)
diameter at breast height

Department of Environmental
Quality

Department of Fish, Wildlife
and Parks

Department of Natural
Resources and Conservation

Draft Environmental Impact
Statement

Environmental Assessment
Equivalent Clearcut Acres

Environmental Impact
Statement

Environmental Protection Act

Final Environmental Impact
Statement

Forest Improvement
Flathead National Forest

ID Team

Land Board
124 Permit
3A Permit

1GBC

mbF
MCA
MEPA

mmb¥
MNHP

NCDE

NWLO
RMZ
SFLMP

SL1
SMZ
TLMS
TMDL
USFS
USFWS

Interdisciplinary Team

Interagency Grizzly Bear
Committee

thousand board feet
Montana Codes Annotated

Montana Environmental
Protection Agency

million board feet

Montana Natural Heritage
Program

Northern Continental Divide
Ecosystem

Northwestern Land Office
Riparian Management Zone

State Forest Land Management
Plan

Stand Level Inventory
Streamside Management Zone
Trust Land Management System
Total Maximum Daily Load
United States Forest Service

United States Fish and
Wildlife Service

Montana Board of Land Commissioners
Stream protection Act Permit
Authorization A — Short-term Exemption from

Montana’s Surface Water-Quality Standards

SFLM Rules

State Forest Land Management Rules
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APPENDIX A

STIPULATIONS AND SPECIFICATIONS

Stipulations and specifications for
the action alternatives were
identified or designed to prevent or
reduce potential effects to
resources considered in this
analysis. In part, stipulations and
specifications are a direct result
of issue identification and resource
concerns. This section is organized
by resource.

Stipulations and specifications that
apply to operations required by and
occurring during the contract period
would be contained within the timber
sale contract; as such, they are
binding and enforceable.
Stipulations and specifications
relating to activities that may
occur during or after the contract
period (hazard reduction, site
preparation, planting) would be
enforced by project administrators.

The following stipulations and
specifications are incorporated to
mitigate effects on resources
involved with action alternatives
considered in this proposal.

WATERSHED AND FISHERIES

e Planned erosion-control measures
and BMPs include:

- installing grade breaks on
roads,

- installing water-diverting
mechanisms on roads,

- installing slash-filter
windrows, and

- grass seeding.

Details for these control measures
would be included in APPENDIX B of
the TIMBER SALE AGREEMENT.

e SMZs and RMZs would be defined
along those streams that are
within or adjacent to timber-
harvesting areas. Harvesting
operations would be a minimum of
100 feet from the West Fork and

Stryker Creek to protect areas
adjacent to streams and maintain
water quality.

Culvert sizing for all road
projects would be as recommended
by the DNRC hydrologist for a 50-
year Tlood period.

Stream crossings, where culvert or
bridge removals and installations
are planned, would have the
following requirements, as needed,
to meet the intent of water-
quality permits and BMPs and
protect water quality:

— Slash-filter windrows would be
constructed on the base of the
fill slopes.

- Silt fences would be installed
along the streambanks prior to
and following excavation at
crossing sites.

- Filter-fabric fences would be in
place downstream prior to and
during culvert installation.

- Bridge work within the stream
area of the West Fork stream
crossing would be limited to the
period of July 15 through August
20 in order to avoid the bull
trout spawning period.

Water-quality monitoring would
continue in the Swift Creek and
Fitzsimmons drainages to assess
and track water quality and
resource values associated with
water quality. In addition, the
monitoring would provide data for
water-quality studies being
conducted in the Flathead Basin.

Brush would be removed from
existing road prisms to allow
effective maintenance. Improved
road maintenance would reduce
sediment delivery.



The contractor would be
responsible for the immediate
cleanup of any spills (fuel, oil,
dirt, etc.) that may affect water
quality.

Leaking equipment would not be
permitted to operate in stream-
crossing construction sites.

Included in the project proposal
are the following pertinent
recommendations of the Flathead
Basin Forest Practices, Water
Quality, Fisheries Cooperative
Program Final Report (June 1991).

The following numbers correspond
to the numbering of recommendation
items contained within the
aforementioned document, included
in pages 154 through 162 of the
final report:

1. BMPs are incorporated into the
project design and operations
of the proposed project.

2. Riparian indicators would be
considered in the harvest unit
layout.

3. Management standards of the
SMZ Law (75-5-301 MCA) are
used in conjunction with the
recommendations of the study.

4. The BMP audit process will
continue. This sale would
likely be reviewed in an
internal audit and may be
picked at random as a State-
wide audit site.

7. SMZs will be evaluated as a
part of the audit process.

11. Swift Creek monitoring is part
of the Flathead Basin
monitoring effort.

12. Watershed-level planning and
analysis are complete.
Logging plans of Plum Creek
Timber Company, USFS, and
Stoltze Land and Lumber
Company, as reported to the
Cumulative Watershed Effects
Cooperative, are used.

14. DNRC is cooperating with DFWP
on a further study of the fish
habitat and population for
Swift Creek and its
tributaries.

15. DNRC would use the best
methods available for logging
and road building for this
proposal.

16A. Existing roads are fully
utilized for this proposal.

17. DNRC requested inventory
information from DFWP. DNRC’s
mitigation plan for roads fits
all recommendations for
“Impaired streams”. Using
“worst-case scenario” criteria
provides for conservative
operations in this proposal.

18. Provisions in the Timber Sale
Agreement address BMPs that
are rigidly enforced.

20. Planning for long-term
monitoring of Swift Creek is
in place.

29-34_DNRC has cooperated with DFWP

to continue fisheries work.
DNRC will continue to monitor
fisheries in the future as
funding allows.

WILDLIFE
GRIZZLY BEARS

The following items are incorporated
into this proposal:

The grass seeding plans to
revegetate roads include a
combination of seed mixtures that
have different palatability in
relation to grizzly bears. The
less palatable species are planned
for areas where bear use is to be
discouraged to minimize the
potential for bear/human
conflicts.

No logging camps would be allowed
in the sale area.

Garbage hauling would be required
daily.
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e The Forest Officer would, if
necessary, immediately suspend any
or all activities directly related
to the proposed action to prevent
imminent confrontation or conflict
between grizzly bears (or other
threatened or endangered species)
and humans.

e Vigorous patches of Vaccinium sp.
(huckleberry) would be avoided
during scarification when
possible.

e Contractors would be prohibited
from carrying firearms while
working under contract.

o All gates would be closed after
each entry during the general big
game hunting season.

e Road management would vary by
alternative and includes proposals
given in CHAPTER 11 -
ALTERNATIVES.

e A vegetative screen would be
retained along open roads.

WOLVES

A contract provision would be
included to protect any wolf den or
rendezvous site within the gross
sale area that may be discovered
during implementation of this
proposal.

CANADA LYNX

During site preparation, available
cull logs would be piled to provide
future habitat.

SNAG RETENTION

o Wildlife trees of high quality,
such as large broken-topped
western larch, would be designated
for retention and given special
consideration during yarding
operations to prevent loss.

e Snag retention and recruitment:
All cull snags that are safe to
operate near and a minimum of 1 to
2 of the larger trees per acre,
preferably greater than 21 inches
dbh, would be retained. The
number of trees and snags larger

than 21 inches dbh is dependent on
habitat group.

BALD EAGLE

e Timing restrictions would be
implemented on the Whitefish
Saddle Road; log hauling is
restricted to August 15 through
February 1.

e Timing restrictions would be
implemented for logging operations
in Harvest Area 11-A, with logging
restricted to the period between
August 15 through February 1.

ROADS

e Road reconstruction activities and
road use associated with road
construction activities would be
relayed to the general public.

e BMPs would be incorporated in all
planned road construction.

AESTHETICS

e Damaged residual vegetation would
be slashed.

e Landings would be limited in size
and number and located away from
main roads when possible.

e Disturbed sites along road rights-
of-way would be grass seeded.

AIR QUALITY

The First item is designed to
prevent individual or cumulative
effects during burning operations.
The next 3 items are designed to
reduce effects from burning
operations.

e Burning operations would be in
compliance with the Montana
Airshed Group reporting
regulations and any burning
restrictions imposed in Airshed 2.
This would provide for burning
during acceptable ventilation and
dispersion conditions.

e Excavator, landing, and roadwork
debris would be piled clean to
allow ignition to occur during
fall and spring when ventilation
is good and surrounding fuels are
wet. The Forest Officer may
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require that piles be covered to
reduce dispersed (unentrained)
smoke. Covered piles are drier,
ignite easier, burn hotter, and
extinguish sooner.

e In order to reduce smoke
production, the number of burn
piles would be minimized by
leaving large woody debris on
site.

e Dust abatement may be applied on
some of the segments of Upper
Whitefish Road that would be used
during hauling; whether dust
abatement would be applied depends
on the season of harvest and level
of public traffic.

SOILS
COMPACTION

e Logging equipment would not
operate off forest roads unless:

- soil moisture is less than 20
percent,

- soil is frozen to a depth that
would support machine
operations, or

- soil is snow covered to a depth
that would prevent compaction,
rutting, or displacement.

e Existing skid trails and landings
would be used where their design
is consistent with prescribed
treatments and meets current BMP
guidelines.

o Designated skid trails would be
required where moist soils or
short steep pitches (less than 300
feet) would not be accessed by
other logging systems. This would
reduce the number of skid trails
and the potential for erosion.

e Skid-trail density in a harvest
area would not exceed 20 percent
of the total area in a cutting
unit.

SOIL DISPLACEMENT

e Conventional ground-based skidding
equipment would not be operated on
sustained steep slopes (greater
than 40 percent). Soft-tracked

yarders are suitable on slopes up
to 55 percent with less impact
than conventional tractor
skidding. Cable yarding would be
used on sustained steeper slopes.

Piling and scarification would be
completed with a dozer where
slopes are gentle enough to
permit. Steeper slopes would have
slash treatment and site
preparation done by using an
excavator or broadcast burning.

EROSION

Ground skidding machinery would be
required to be equipped with a
winchline to limit equipment
operation on steeper slopes.

Roads used by the purchaser would
be reshaped and the ditches
redefined prior to and following
use to reduce surface erosion.

Drain dips, open-topped culverts,
and gravel would be installed on
roads as needed to improve road
drainage and reduce maintenance
needs and erosion.

Some road sections would be
repaired to upgrade the roads to
design standards that reduce
erosion potential and maintenance
needs.

The prompt and timely application
of certified weed-free grass seed
and fertilizer would be applied to
newly constructed road surfaces
and cut-and-fill slopes. These
applications would also be applied
to any existing disturbed cut-and-
fill slopes and landings
immediately adjacent to open
roads. These would be done to
stabilize soils and reduce or
prevent noxious weed establishment
and would include:

- seeding all road cuts and fills
concurrent with construction,

- applying “quick-cover” seed mix
within 1 day of work completion
at culvert installation sites,
and

- seeding all road surfaces and
reseeding culvert installation
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sites when the final blading is
completed for each specified
road segment.

Water bars, logging-slash
barriers, and, in some cases,
temporary culverts would be
installed on skid trails where
erosion is anticipated, based on
ground and weather conditions and
as directed by the forest officer.
These erosion-control features
would be periodically inspected
and maintained throughout the
contract period or extensions
thereof.

NOXIOUS WEED MANAGEMENT

Surface blading on roads affected
by the proposal may be required to
remove weeds before the seed-set
stage.

e All tracked and wheeled equipment
would be cleaned of noxious weeds
prior to beginning project
operations. The contract
administrating officer would
inspect equipment periodically
during project implementation.

e Prompt revegetation of disturbed
roadside sites would be required.

e Roads used and closed as part of
this proposal would be reshaped
and grass seeded.

ARCHAEOLOGY

A review of the project was
conducted by a DNRC archaeologist.
A contract clause provides for
suspending operations if cultural
resources were discovered and
operations would only resume as
directed by the Forest Officer.
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APPENDIX B

VEGETATION ANALYSIS

INTRODUCTION

This section will provide a
description of the present
vegetative conditions of the forest
and address the potential effects of
the proposed alternatives related to
the following issues:

e Covertype and age-class
distributions through a landscape-
level analysis of timber stands.

e Old-growth-stand distribution at a
landscape level and old-growth-
stand attributes.

e Stand development in relation to
natural disturbances and
management activities.

ANALYSIS METHOD

The SFLM Rules direct DNRC to take a
landscape-level or coarse-filter
approach to biodiversity. To
promote biodiversity, an appropriate
mix of stand structures and
compositions on State land should be
favored (Montana DNRC 1996). To
implement a coarse-filter approach,
landscape analysis techniques were
used to determine an appropriate mix
of stand structures and compositions
based on ecological characteristics,
such as landtypes, climatic
sections, habitat types, disturbance
regimes, and other unique
characteristics, on Stillwater State
Forest. Covertype representations
and age-class distributions are
general characteristics shown in the
landscape-level analysis.

This analysis will compare the
desired stand conditions that DNRC
believes to be appropriate for the
site with current stand conditions.
A forest inventory from the 1930s
was used in Losensky’s 1993 data to
estimate the proportion of various
stand-structure stages by covertype
and age class as they were
historically represented throughout

the Inland Northwest. This provides
an estimate of the natural
characteristics of forests prior to
fire suppression and extensive
logging. Losensky (1997) worked
with DNRC to complete an analysis
for the entire State; some
vegetation types specific to that
work are included in this analysis.

The protocol used to assign
covertypes on DNRC forested lands,
including Stillwater Unit, is
explained in detail in the SFLM
Rules (ARM 36.11.405). The SLI
database used for this analysis is
the September 15, 2003 version of
“main block and scattered north.dbf”
(STW 2003 SLI data). This data is
available at the Stillwater Unit
office at Olney. The methodology
used to analyze current and
appropriate stand conditions
follows:

Two Filters were developed and
applied to Stillwater State Forest’s
SL1 data (STW 2003 SL1). The
filters were assigned covertypes
similar to those used in the
inventory of the 1930s. The Ffirst
filter followed the 1930s criteria
exactly, or as closely as possible,
representing current conditions.

The other filter for appropriate
conditions assigns covertypes using
criteria primarily designed to help
address the situation where
succession from one covertype to
another was occurring. The
successional filter was developed to
indicate that those areas in the
absence of fire suppression,
introduced pathogens, and timber
harvesting would likely have been
assigned to a different covertype
than the current covertype filter
would suggest. The appropriate
filter then estimates, from the
current condition of the stand, what
the stand would have looked like in



1900.

The methods to identify old-growth
timber stands are initiated from
modeling based on the STW 2003 SLI
data. The query primarily sorts for
stands that meet the age criteria
and number of trees greater than a
certain dbh based on habitat-type
groups; refer to the GLOSSARY for
DNRC’s old-growth definition. Field
surveys were used to verify those
modeled old-growth stands and
determine if additional stands meet
the definition within the project
area.

The analysis on stand development
will be a qualitative discussion of
the conditions of timber stands,
including how various natural and
man-caused disturbances and site
factors have affected, and may
continue to affect, timber-stand
development.

ANALYSIS AREA

The vegetation analysis includes 3
geographic scales:

e Upper Flathead Valley - Historic
conditions refer to those from
Climatic Section 333C of the Upper
Flathead Valley (Losensky 1997).
For this analysis, the historic
conditions for Climatic Section
333C relate to forest covertypes
and age-class distributions only.

e Stillwater State Forest management
block - Current and appropriate
conditions were analyzed on the
scale of the entire Stillwater
State Forest and scattered
outlying sections in northeastern
Lincoln County (approximately
100,208 forested acres). Current
and appropriate conditions for
covertype, age, and old-growth
distribution were analyzed at this
scale.

e Project level - Stand attributes
related to old growth, species
composition, and stand development

will be analyzed by harvest area.
COVERTYPE

FIGURES B-1 through B-3 - PERCENTAGE
OF FORESTED ACRES BY COVERTYPE
illustrate the percentage of
forested ground that is/was occupied
by a particular covertype. The
comparison shown includes the Upper
Flathead Valley historic covertype
data and current and appropriate
covertype conditions on the scale of
the analysis area (Stillwater Unit).
The chart displaying historic
conditions is from Lozensky’s data
and covers forested types of a much
larger scale than do the current and
appropriate conditions.

Data indicates, as illustrated by
FIGURES B-2 and B-3, that mixed-
conifer stands are currently
overrepresented in reference to both
historic conditions and conditions
that DNRC feels appropriate by using
historic data (desired future
covertype conditions). Many of the
species that make up the mixed-
conifer covertype are shade tolerant
and their representation increases
as the intervals between
disturbances, such as wildfires,
lengthens.

The western larch/Douglas-fir and
lodgepole pine covertypes are
currently underrepresented on the
forest in reference to appropriate
conditions; western larch and
lodgepole pine are not shade
tolerant and, historically, the
species have been perpetuated
through fairly intensive
disturbances, such as wildfires.

The data sort indicates the amount
of western white pine covertype is
slightly lower than what occurred
historically. The white pine
blister rust infection has
drastically affected the western
white pine. In reality, the number
of healthy western white pine that
occupy the canopy as overstory
dominants has been on the decline
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Historic Covertype Distribution in

FIGURES B-1 THROUGH
Flathead Valley

B-3 — PERCENTAGE OF
FORESTED ACRES BY
COVERTYPE ON
STILLWATER UNIT
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across most of the Pacific Northwest higher iIs stands that are in the 40-

for several decades. years-and-older age classes.
AGE-CLASS DISTRIBUTION OLD GROWTH
Age-class distributions delineate OLD-GROWTH DISTRIBUTION

another characteristic important for

determining trends on a landscape Old growth, for this analysis, is

defined as stands that meet the

level. minimum criteria (number of trees
Inventories of the 1930s quantified per acre that have a minimum dbh and
the ages of the forest stands. To a minimum age) for a given site,
arrive at age estimates, Losensky which is based on habitat-type
examined the data and projected the grouping. The criteria can be
stands back in time to the early found in Green et al (Old Growth
1900s. ThIS data 1S useful 1n Forest Types of the Northern

setting baseline conditions for Region). Based on SLI data, field
determining the extent that current surveys within the project area, and
forest age-class distribution the effects of other timber sales on
deviates from average historical SL1 old-growth data, approximately
conditions. 8,679 acres, or 8.7 percent, of the
Comparing the entire Stillwater coarse-Tilter analysis area can be
State Forest with historical data classified as old-growth. The

from the Upper Flathead Valley, amount of old growth present in
TABLE B-1 — DISTRIBUTION OF AGE the Stillwater analysis area is
CLASSES ON THE CONTIGUOUS STILLWATER within an expected range of

STATE FOREST shows that Stillwater natural variation of O|d_growth
State Forest is low in stands of the levels based on previous DNRC

seedling-sapling age class and analysis. Similar to the

restrictive definition DNRC
currently uses, the analysis

TABLE B-1 — DISTRIBUTION OF AGE CLASSES using Option 2 was based on a

ON THE CONTIGUOUS STILLWATER STATE narrower range of old-growth
FOREST conditions emphasizing stands
AGE HISTORIC CURRENT with higher old-growth attribute
CLASS PERCENT PERCENT levels (DNRC 2000). No field-
verified old growth or SLI potential
0 to 39 years 36 10 old growth has been identified in
the northern scattered sections;
40 to 99 years 12 23 therefore, those areas are not
100 to 150 years 22 19 displayed in FIGURE B-4 - OLD-GROWTH
ON MAIN BLOCK OF STILLWATER STATE
150+ years 29 48 FOREST .
TABLE B-2 - OLD-GROWTH ACRES BY COVERTYPE
WESTERN WESTERN
CURRENT DOUGLAS- | LODGEPOLE | MIXED | SUBALPINE | LARCH/ WHITE TOTALS
COVERTYPE FIR PINE CONIFER FIR DOUGLAS-
FIR PINE
Gross acres a4 398 1,802 3,139 2,432 481 8,296
by SLI
Additional
old growth
confirmed
by West 183 200 383
Fork
Project
Totals 44 398 1,985 3,339 2,432 481 8,679
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FIGURE B-4

Old Growth on Main Block of Stillwater
State Forest
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TABLE B-2 — OLD-GROWTH ACRES BY
COVERTYPE displays old growth by
forest covertype. Covertype is
related to habitat type, habitat-
type groups, and successional
stages. Covertype is used when
presenting old growth because the
amount can be correlated to
Lozensky’s historic information.
Subalpine fir and western
larch/Douglas-fir (as displayed
below in TABLE B-2 — OLD-GROWTH
ACRES BY COVERTYPE) are the 2
dominant old-growth covertypes on
Stillwater State Forest.

Old growth within the project area
can be viewed in FIGURE B-5 — WEST
FORK OLD-GROWTH MAP under
ALTERNATIVE EFFECTS (page B-12). In
addition to old-growth stands
identified by SLI in the project
area, approximately 383 field-
verified acres of old growth have
been identified.

OLD-GROWTH ATTRIBUTES

DNRC is in the process of developing
a tool to assign old-growth
attribute levels to stands by
sorting SLI data. The attributes
considered are:

- number of large live trees,

- amount of coarse woody debris,
- number of snags,

- amount of decadence,

- multistoried structures,

- gross volume, and

- crown density.

This data sort assigns a value or an
index rating to an old-growth stand
that indicates its total score.
These scores can be grouped into
low, medium, and high categories.
This provides an indication of the
condition of the stand in reference
to attributes that are often
associated with old-growth timber
stands. These attribute levels are
not necessarily an indication of
quality, but are tools to compare
and classify a collection of older
stands over the landscape. The
expected variation of levels are
based on numerous factors, including

habitat groups, tree species,
covertype, altitude, past management
activities, and proximity to roads.
Many of these attributes will relate
to wildlife and be discussed within
APPENDIX E — WILDLIFE ANALYSIS.

Within the project area, the
attribute index ratings are
primarily medium. The SLI category
for most of the field-verified, old-
growth stands was low, but based on
data collected on these areas
(number of larger diameter trees per
acre and gross volume per acre),
those stands should be within the
medium attribute levels.

Some of the old-growth
characteristics within the project
area:

e Engelmann spruce and subalpine fir
are the dominant tree species in
all of the old-growth stands,
which total 777 acres.

e Whitebark pine is a component of
the overstory and shag attributes
in 7 old-growth stands, which
amounts to approximately 313
acres.

e The stand structures are all
multistoried, with seedlings to
large sawtimber-sized trees.

e Vigor is average to poor in all
stands.

e Snag levels are generally high,
with greater than 3 snags per
acre.

STAND DEVELOPMENT

Natural processes of stand
development and disturbance are
influenced by environmental
conditions and site characteristics,
such as soils, stand covertype,
forest health, elevation, and stand
structure. The stand structures and
species component can be greatly
modified by natural disturbances,
such as wildfire and blowdown
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events, as well as past management
activities.

STAND COVERTYPE

Site factors, such as soil type,
aspect, elevation, growing season,
and moisture availability, are
combined to develop habitat-type
classifications, which are then used
to describe successional development
and timber productivity, among other
things (Pfister et al, 1977). For
the project area, 95 percent of the
acreage is categorized in the “cool
and moist” habitat group, and 99
percent of the area is currently
represented by the subalpine fir and
mixed-conifer covertypes.

TIMBER-STAND HEALTH

Damage and mortality from insects
and diseases are relatively minor in
forest types that exist in this
area. A rise has occurred in the
incidence of western balsam bark
beetles, mountain pine beetles, and
white pine blister rust, as well as
minor levels of infestations of
spruce bark beetles, Douglas-fir
beetles, and fir engravers. Indian
paint fungus is common in subalpine
fir throughout this area. In
addition to the insects and
pathogens listed above, trees
throughout the project area have
mechanical damage caused by previous
logging, as well as damage caused by
wind, snow, and ice, which has
allowed rot to develop in the boles
of the trees and value to be lost.
Also, stands where tree crowns
appear sparse and ratty reflect poor
vigor and slow growth.

ELEVATION/ASPECT

The elevation of a stand has great
importance in determining not only
what tree and shrub species are
present, but also how fast or slow
changes take place. Elevations in
the project area range from 4,300
feet to 6,500 feet above sea level.
Based on measurements taken over the
last 27 years, the average snow
depth for the Herrig snow-course
survey, which is located in Harvest

Area I1-P, is 65 inches. A large
portion of the project area has a
northeast aspect. This exposure,
together with high elevations,
account for the high moisture
availability, as well as the long
duration snow is on the ground.
These 2 factors, elevation and
aspect, are also the main reason for
the presence of whitebark pine.
Within the project area are a total
of 882 acres in 18 stands that have
whitebark pine older than 150 years
in the upper level canopy.

STAND STRUCTURE

Stand structure indicates a
characteristic of stand development
and how the stand will continue to
develop.

Single-storied stands are most often
associated with stand-replacement
events, such as severe fires or
clearcut harvesting.

Two-storied stands are often
associated with areas of less severe
fire and usually have more fire-
resistant trees, such as western
larch or Douglas-fir, left in the
overstory. Regeneration harvests
that retain approximately 10 percent
crown cover in the overstory and
have seedling/sapling understory are
also classified as 2-storied stands.

The multistoried condition arises
when a stand has progressed through
time and succession to the point
that shade-tolerant species are
replacing a shade-intolerant
overstory. Often a long interval of
time occurs between major
disturbances.

TABLE B-3 — PERCENT OF STAND
STUCTURES IN THE PROJECT AREA AND
ENTIRE STILLWATER STATE FOREST

TABLE B-3 — PERCENT OF STAND STUCTURES
IN THE PROJECT AREA AND ENTIRE
STILLWATER STATE FOREST

STAND STILLWATER PROJECT
STRUCTURE UNIT AREA
Single-storied 18% 6%
Two-storied 6% Trace
Multistoried 76% 93%
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displays the percent of stands in
the single-storied, two-storied, and
multistoried levels on Stillwater
Unit and within the project area.

PAST MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES

Engelmann spruce and subalpine fir
have always been the predominate
species in the project area.
According to past inventory records,
western larch, Douglas-fir, and
western white pine were present in
many of the stands iIn Harvest Area
11, as they are today, but Engelmann
spruce and subalpine fir have always
been the predominate species. In
Harvest Area 111, the seral species
are a minor component with less than
15 percent canopy composition.

Major timber harvesting has been
ongoing in the project area since
the late 1940s. Many of the stands
in Harvest Area 1l were selectively
logged in the late 1940s and early
1950s, targeting Douglas-Ffir,
Engelmann spruce, and western larch,
where available, for use as railroad
ties. Minimal site preparation was
completed following harvesting;
therefore, the progression of these
stands leans toward the shade-
tolerant species of Engelmann spruce
and subalpine Fir.

Over time, salvage logging has
occurred in many of the stands in
order to remove blowdown or beetle-
infested trees, mainly Engelmann
spruce.

Overall, there are approximately
1,600 acres in the project area that
have more than 30-percent crown
removal. Most (76 percent) of the
acres were harvested in the 1950s
and 24 percent was salvaged and
clearcut. Where the ground was
scarified, desired tree species were
able to regenerate. However,
without scarification and planting,
many of these areas were taken over

by shrub species, causing
regeneration to be slow and limited.

FIRE REGIMES

The fire regimes across Stillwater
State Forest are variable. The
forest, as a whole, has a mosaic
pattern that developed from
different fire frequencies and
intensities. Areas of frequent fire
have produced Douglas-fir, western
larch, and ponderosa pine
covertypes. As the intervals
between fires become longer, the
more shade-tolerant species
(Engelmann spruce, subalpine fir,
grand fir, western hemlock, and
western red cedar) begin to develop.
The higher elevations within the
forest have longer fire intervals
and the stands tend to be
multistoried with a dominant shade-
tolerant covertype. Where Ffire
frequencies were short, the stands
are open, single-storied, and,
occasionally, 2-storied. With the
arrival of aggressive fire-
suppression efforts, covertypes and
fire frequencies were altered.
Stands of ponderosa pine, western
larch, and/or Douglas-fir have
become multistoried with shade-
tolerant species. Stands that were
once open, now have a thick
understory of predominantly Douglas-
fir, grand fir, Engelmann spruce,
and subalpine Fir. Fires are
generally kept small, limiting
natural fire effects. If a large-
scale fire were to occur, many acres
could be affected due to ladder
fuels, heavy fuel accumulation, and
other environmental factors.

The West Fork Timber Sale Project
area is primarily represented by
Fire Group 9 Fire Regime (87 percent
of the project area gross acreage),
with minor representation in Fire
Groups 10 (8 percent), 8 (b6
percent), and 7 (less than 1
percent) (Fischer and Bradley,
1987). All stands in Harvest Area
Il and most stands in Harvest Area
I11 fall into Fire Group 9. Fire
Group 9 represents moist, lower

Page B-8 West

Fork of Swift Creek Timber Sale Project FEIS




subalpine habitat types where fires
are infrequent, but severe, and the
effects are long lasting. Fire-free
intervals range from 117 years in
valleys to more than 146 years on
lower alpine slopes. Within the
project area, stand-replacing fires
have been estimated to occur at
moderately long to long intervals,
150 to 300 years. Fire history
information for subalpine fir
habitat types is limited,
particularly for moist Fire Group 9
sites. Available evidence indicates
that fires on such sites are
infrequent and are mostly either low
severity or stand replacing.
Moderately severe fires are
apparently less frequent, although
they do occur. Therefore, the size
of the fires in this fire regime
will vary from small in the less
severe Tire conditions to large in
the more severe fire conditions that
have been experienced lately where
thousands of acres in the later
successional stages are burned in a
stand-replacement fire.

The next most common fire regime in
the project area is Fire Group 10,
which is characterized by high-
elevation forests near and at
timberline. Some stands in Harvest
Area 111 are in this regime. Stand-
replacing fires even in the more
continuous forests range in
frequency to more than 300 years.

Fire Group 8 consists of dry, lower
subalpine habitat types where
Engelmann spruce, subalpine fir, or
mountain hemlock are the indicated
climax species. This group
experiences more frequent fires that
are generally less severe than Fire
Group 9. Intervals range from 50
years in lodgepole pine stands to
130 years for the more moist, lower
subalpine types.

No harvest areas are proposed in
Fire Group 7; this group is less

than 1 percent of the project area;
therefore, this group will not be
discussed further.

ALTERNATIVE EFFECTS
COVERTYPES AND AGE CLASSES
Direct Effects

o Direct Effects of No-Action Allernative .1 to
Covertypes and .Age Classes

Covertypes and age classes on
Stillwater State Forest would not
be directly affected.

o Direct Effects of Action Alternative B to
Covertypes and Age Classes

This alternative proposes:

- a commercial-thin harvest on 73
acres in Harvest Area 1.

- regeneration harvests, including
group-selection and overstory-
removal treatments, on
approximately 1,174 acres in
Harvest Areas Il and II1l.

Approximately 138 acres of the
mixed-conifer covertype would
likely be converted to a western
larch/Douglas-fir covertype
through the planting of western
larch or the harvesting of
subalpine fir and Engelmann
spruce. An additional 351 acres
of the subalpine fir covertype and
779 acres of the mixed-conifer
covertype would be harvested, but
no change in covertype is
expected. The representation of
western larch and western white
pine would likely increase due to
planting; Douglas-fir and
whitebark pine representation
should remain similar to current
numbers.

With the group-
selection/overstory-removal
treatments planned for Harvest
Area 11, approximately 713 acres
would be regenerated and 153 acres
woulld be retained in a stocked
stand of saplings and pole-sized
trees in the 40-to-99-year age
class. Approximately 190 acres
would change from the 40-to-99-
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year age class to O years, 160
acres would change from the 100-
to-150-year age class to O years,
and 695 acres would change from
the old-stand age class to O
years.

Following site preparation and
planting of Harvest Areas Il and
111, representation of the 0O-to-
39-year age class on Stillwater
Unit would increase by 1 percent,
or 1,045 acres, and
representation of 150+-year-old
stands would be reduced by 0.7
percent.

Direct Effects of Action Alternative C to
Covertypes and .Age Classes

Action Alternative C proposes a
commercial-thin harvest on 73
acres and group-selection and
overstory-removal treatments on
approximately 866 acres.

Through the planting or removal of
subalpine fir and Engelmann spruce
during the thinning harvest,
approximately 46 acres of the
mixed-conifer covertype would
likely be converted to the western
larch/Douglas-fir covertype.
Approximately 139 acres of the
subalpine fir and 753 acres of the
mixed-conifer covertypes would be
harvested, but no covertype change
is expected. The representation
of western larch and western white
pine would likely increase due to
planting; Douglas-fir and
whitebark pine representation
should remain similar to the
current numbers.

With the group-
selection/overstory-removal
treatments planned for Harvest
Area 11, approximately 713 acres
would be regenerated and 153 acres
would be retained in a stocked
stand of saplings and pole-sized
trees in the 40-to-99-year age
class. Approximately 190 acres
would change from the 40-to-99-
year age class to 0 years, 160
acres would change from the 100-

to-150-year age class to O years,
and 695 acres would change from
the 150-year-plus age class to 0
years.

Following the site preparation for
Harvest Area 11, the
representation of the 0-to-39-year
age class on Stillwater Unit would
increase by 0.7 percent or 713
acres and the representation of
150+-year-old stands would be
reduced by 0.4 percent.

Indirect Effects
o Indirect Effects of No-.Action Alternative A lo

Covertypes and Age Classes

Overtime, natural forest
succession and fire suppression
would reduce the variability of
covertypes and age classes, thus,
reducing biodiversity.

Indirect Effects of Action Alternative B to
Covertypes and Age Classes

Harvesting trees would move the
representation of age classes and
covertypes would move
representation toward historical
distribution. In total,
representation of the 0-to-39-year
age class on Stillwater State
Forest would increase by 1
percent, or 1,045 acres, and the
old-stand representation would be
reduced by 0.7 percent.

Indirect Effects of Action Alternative C to
Covertypes and .Age Classes

The representation of age classes
and covertypes would move
representation toward historical
distribution. In total,
representation of the 0-to-39-year
age class on Stillwater State
Forest would increase by 0.7
percent, or 713 acres, and the
150-year-age-class representation
would be reduced

by 0.4 percent.

Cumulative Effects

Cumulative Effects of Al Alternatives to
Covertypes and Age Classes

The cumulative effects of timber-
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stand management on Stillwater
State Forest is a trend toward
increasing seral covertypes in
areas where recent forest-
management activities have taken
place. Since the Chicken/Werner
Timber Sale Project EIS in 1999,
the western larch/Douglas-fir
covertype has increased by 6
percent.

In addition to the changes in
covertype distributions from the
proposed alternatives, other
timber sale projects have been
initiated, but have not been
completed; therefore, their
effects are not represented in the
STW 2003 SLI. Scheduled updates
of the SLI will begin to capture
the trend toward more western
larch/Douglas-fir, lodgepole pine,
and western white pine covertypes
on Stillwater State Forest, as
well as the trend toward
increasing the amount of acres in
the 0-to-39-year age class.

OLD-GROWTH DISTRIBUTION AND
ATTRIBUTES

Direct Effects

Direct Effects of No-Action Alternative A to
Old-Growth Distribution and Attributes

The distribution or attributes of
old-growth stands would not be
affected.

Direct Effects of Action Alternative BB to Old-
Growth Distribution and Attributes

Approximately 286 acres of old-
growth would be harvested with
regeneration treatments on areas
typically suited to stand-
replacement fire regimes. The
posttreatment timber stand would
no longer meet DNRC’s criteria for
old growth. Those portions of the
original stand that are not
harvested would likely continue to
meet DNRC’s old-growth definition.
Future SL1 updates would be
made on the remaining portions
of the timber stands.
Implementation of Action
Alternative B would decrease

Stillwater Unit’s old-growth
levels by 286 acres and retain an
estimated 8,393 acres of potential
old growth. Recognizing that
the amounts and distributions
of all age classes will shift
and change over time, the
amount of old growth remaining
is within an expected range of
natural variation. This harvest
would remove 118 acres from the
mixed-conifer covertype and 168
acres from the subalpine fir
covertype.

FIGURE I11-6 — WEST FORK OLD-
GROWTH MAP (next page) shows the
locations where harvesting would
affect the distribution of old-
growth stands.

Most attributes associated with
old-growth stands would be
removed. Structure would be
retained in small areas where
existing trees would not be
harvested, such as near springs,
areas that are not feasible to
skid or yard, or areas that are
marked with leave trees. A
minimum of 1 large (greater than
21-inches dbh) snag and 1 large-
diameter snag-recruitment tree per
acre would be retained within the
harvest areas. |If no snags this
size are available, the next
largest size would be retained.
In addition to live recruitment
trees, up to 10 western larch,
Douglas-fir, and whitebark pine
trees per acre that are suitable
for seed dispersal would be
retained.

Diirect Effects of Action Alternative Cto Old-
Growth Distribution and Atributes

The distribution or attributes of
old-growth stands would not be
affected.

Indirect Effects

Indirect Effects Common of AU Alternatives
to Old-Growth Distribution and .1ttributes

Stands currently meeting DNRC’s
old-growth definition and not
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proposed for harvesting would
become more decadent. Stocking
levels and the loading of down
woody debris would increase in
some stands and covertypes,
increasing wildfire hazards.
Shade-tolerant species would
remain dominant in stands.
Various factors, such as insects,
diseases, and decreasing vigor,
would eventually cause more snags
to occupy portions of the stands.
Within the project area, white
pine blister rust, mountain pine
beetles, and weather-related
damage has increased the amount of
shags in old-growth stands.

Indirect Effects of Action Alternative B to
Old-Growth Distribution and Attributes

Action Alternative B would harvest
timber near old-growth stands and
structurally create more abrupt
stand edges. |If the proposed
units in Harvest Area 11l are
harvested, an increase iIn
sunlight would occur along the
edges of harvested and
unharvested areas. This
additional sunlight would
increase the growth of small
trees established in that zone.
Regeneration may also occur,
but due to site preparation not
occurring, the species
regenerating would likely be
subalpine fir or Engelmann
spruce. Potentially, the risk of
blowdown along the proposed unit
boundaries would increase and
likely add to the down fuel
loading. Harvest areas next to
old-growth stands could possibly
act as fuel breaks, which could
slow or stop wildfires before they
could burn the old-growth.

Cumulative Effects

Cumulative Effects Common to Al
Alternatives to Old-Growth Distribution and
Attributes

Approximately 48 acres of field-
verified old growth of the Taylor

South Timber Sale Project area
are planned for harvesting in
Sections 20, 29, and 32, Township
32 north, Range 22 west; the EIS
for this project covered the
harvesting of these acres.
Approximately 104 acres of old
growth, both field verified and
SL1 identified, have been
harvested in the Chicken/Werner
Timber Sale Project area. NoO
additional old growth is
proposed for harvesting in the
Ewing Middle Ridge or Point of
Rocks timber sale projects. In
total, an estimated 59 acres of
old growth would be removed from
the mixed-conifer covertype, 81
acres from the western white pine
covertype, and 12 acres from the
Douglas-fir covertype.

SLI originally classified these
152 acres as having medium
attribute levels. These stands
would no longer meet DNRC’s old-
growth definition following
harvesting, and, at the most, they
would have low attributes.

Cumulative Effects Common of No-.Action
Alternative A and Action Alternative C to
Old-Growth Distribution and Attributes

The estimated acres of old-growth
on Stillwater Unit would be
reduced to 8,527 acres;
approximately 8.5 percent of the
analysis area. The percentage of
old-growth acres by covertype
would change very little.

Cumulative Effects of Action Alternative B to
Old-Growth Distribution and Attributes
Old-growth on Stillwater Unit
would be reduced to an estimated
8,241 acres; approximately 8.2
percent of the analysis area.
Recognizing that the amounts
and distributions of all age
classes will shift and change
over time, the amount of old
growth remaining is within an
expected range of natural
variation. The representation of
the mixed-conifer old-growth area
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would be reduced by about 2
percent; the representation of
both the western larch/Douglas-fir
and subalpine Ffir covertypes would
increase by approximately 1
percent.

STAND DEVELOPMENT
Direct Effects

o Direct Effects of No-Action Allernative A lo
Stand Development

Stand development within the
project area would not be directly
affected.

o Direct Effects of Action Alternative B to
Stand Development

This alternative would directly
affect stand development by taking
on the role of a stand-replacing
fire in Area 111, and a
moderately-severe fire in Area I1;
a vegetative mosaic would be
created by removing some overstory
trees and reducing fuels. The
climax species of Engelmann spruce
and subalpine fir, which are
easily killed by fire, would be
removed, thereby allowing the
regeneration of those species that
require more sunlight. This
alternative would likely convert
approximately 138 acres of the
mixed-conifer covertype to the
western larch/Douglas-fir
covertype (see Direct Effects to
Covertypes and Age Classes). By
removing trees that are affected
by insects and diseases, the vigor
and health of the residual trees,
adjacent stands, and future forest
would all be directly affected.

In stands with whitebark pine, the
desired future condition is a
healthy, virile stand of trees
with some degree of rust
resistance. The cones and seeds
from these trees are beneficial to
wildlife. The regeneration
harvests and subsequent site
preparation in Areas 1l and 111
would enhance the regeneration of
the seral species. The seral
species are western larch,

Douglas-fir, and western white
pine in the stands of lower
elevation and whitebark pine in
the stands of higher elevations.
Broadcast burning would be a
benefit for reestablishing
whitebark pine in these stands.

Direct Effects of Action Alternative C to
Stand Development

This alternative would directly
affect stand development by taking
on the role of a moderately severe
fire in Area 11, creating a
vegetative mosaic by removing some
overstory trees, and reducing
fuels. The climax species of
Engelmann spruce and subalpine
fir, easily killed by fire, would
be removed, thereby allowing the
regeneration of those species that
require more sunlight. Action
Alternative C would likely convert
approximately 46 acres of the
mixed-conifer covertype to the
western larch/Douglas-fir
covertype (see Direct Effects to
Covertypes and Age Classes). By
removing trees that have been
affected by insects and diseases,
the vigor and health of the
residual trees, present adjacent
stands, and future forest would
all be directly affected.

The regeneration harvests and
subsequent site preparation in
Area I1 would enhance the
regeneration of the seral species.
The seral species are western
larch, Douglas-fir, and western
white pine.

Indirect Effects

Indirect Effects of No-action Alternative .1 to
Stand Development

As stands age over time, natural
forest succession and fire
suppression would reduce the
variability of covertypes both on
the forest landscape and in the
project area. Coupled with the
effects of mountain pine beetles
and white pine blister rust, the
representation of whitebark pine
would diminish over the landscape,
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and the benefits to wildlife would
diminish as well. Engelmann
spruce and subalpine fir would
continue to replace the seral
species until a stand-replacing
fire develops some day and allows
the process of succession to begin
again. Hundreds of years may pass
before this happens. With current
fire-suppression efforts, surface
fires that act as underburns would
more likely occur, reducing fuels
and killing some overstory trees.
Less frequent, more severe fires
could occur over small areas, but
their effect would usually be
limited to the creation of
vegetative mosaics.

o Indirect Effects of Action Alternative B to

Stand Development

In Harvest Area 111, logging takes
on the role of a stand-replacing
fire that probably would not
naturally occur except at 150- to
300-year intervals. The shade-
tolerant climax species (Engelmann
spruce and subalpine fir) are
removed, shrub competition is
reduced, and some soil is exposed
to allow the seeds from the more
shade-intolerant species of
whitebark pine, western larch, and
Douglas-fir to germinate.

All proposed harvest units in Area
Il are in the Fire Group 9 fire
regime, where logging imitates
more of a moderately severe fire.
A fire in this regime is less
intense, but still effective in
removing the shade-tolerant and
least fire-resistant species of
Engelmann spruce and subalpine
fir.

The resultant indirect effect
on stand development across the
project area is that the forest
would contain a mosaic of
structures to include single-
storied, two-storied, and
multistoried conditions.
structure changes through
harvesting would emulate the

The

type of fire regime associated
with the covertype. Fire
regime simulations would range
from stand-replacing to mixed-
severity, depending on the site
preparation used and the extent
that it could be employed.

Indirect Effects of Action Allernative C to
Stand Development

All of the proposed harvest
units in Area Il are in the
Fire Group 9 fire regime, where
logging would imitate more of a
mixed-severity fire. A mixed-
severity fire is less intense,
but still effective In removing
the shade-tolerant and least
fire-resistant species of
Engelmann spruce and subalpine
fir.

The resultant indirect effect
on stand development across the
project area is that the forest
would contain a mosaic of
structures to include single-
storied, two-storied, and
multistoried conditions. The
changes in structure through
harvesting would emulate the
type of fire regime associated
with the habitat type. Fire
regime simulations would range
from stand-replacing to mixed-
severity, depending on the type
of site preparation used and
the extent that it could be
employed.

Cumulative Effects

Cumulative Effects of No-action Alternative
A to Stand Development

Forest succession and fire
suppression would continue;
whitebark pine representation
would continue to diminish from
the landscape. Even if a fire
were allowed to burn in the
higher elevations, a stand-
replacing fire would not likely
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develop. The conditions
required for this type of fire
are extensive drought and a
severe wind-driven crown fire.
The political, social, and
environmental consequences are
much too great for any land
manager to allow this kind of
“let-burn” action to happen.
This type of Fire only occurs
naturally, and the likelihood
for this is small, even with
the climatic conditions
experienced iIn the recent past.

Cumulative Effects of JAction Alternative B o
Stand Development

Natural stand development, past
timber sales, and wildfires
have created the current
vegetative mosaic in this area.
Future timber sale projects
would likely continue to be
planned with the potential to
modify the distribution of

stand development within
stands. Seedling/sapling
stands would continue to
develop.

Action Alternative B is an
opportunity to reestablish
whitebark pine seedlings on the
landscape. Recent fires on
higher elevation sites have
also provided opportunities to
reestablish whitebark pine.

Cumulative Effects of Action Alternative C to
Stand Development

Natural stand development, past
timber sales, and wildfires
have created the current
vegetative mosaic in this area.
Future timber sales would
likely continue to be planned
with the potential to modify
the distribution of stand
development within stands.
Seedling/sapling stands would
continue to develop.

Recent fires on higher
elevation sites have provided
opportunities to reestablish
whitebark pine.
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APPENDIX C

WATERSHED AND HYDROLOGY ANALYSIS

INTRODUCTION
SEDIMENT DELIVERY

Timber harvesting and related
activities, such as road
construction, can lead to water-
quality impacts by increasing the
production and delivery of fine
sediment to streams. The
construction of roads, skid trails,
and landings can generate and
transfer substantial amounts of
sediment through the removal of
vegetation and exposure of bare
soil. In addition, removal of
vegetation near stream channels
reduces the sediment-filtering
capacity and may reduce channel
stability and the amounts of large
woody material. Large woody debris,
which creates natural sediment traps
and energy dissipaters to reduce the
velocity and erosiveness of stream
flows, is a very important component
of stream dynamics.

WATER YIELD

Timber harvesting and associated
activities can affect the timing,
distribution, and amount of water
yield in a harvested watershed.
Water yields increase
proportionately to the percentage of
canopy removal, because removal of
live trees reduces the amount of
water transpired, leaving more water
available for soil saturation and
runoff. Canopy removal also
decreases interception of rain and
snow and alters showpack
distribution and snowmelt, which
lead to further water-yield
increases. Higher water yields may
lead to increases in peak flows and
peak-flow duration, which can result
in accelerated streambank erosion
and sediment deposition.

ANALYSIS METHODS
SEDIMENT DELIVERY

Methodology for analyzing sediment
delivery was completed using a
sediment-source inventory. Roads
and stream crossings within the
project area were evaluated to
determine sources of introduced
sediment. In addition, in-channel
sources of sediment were identified
using channel-stability rating
methods developed by Pfankuch and
through the conversion of stability
rating to reach condition by stream
type developed by Rosgen (1990).
These analyses were conducted in
1999 by a contracted firm and
verified by a DNRC hydrologist. In
addition, data was collected in 2003
to quantify sediment delivery using
procedures adapted from the
Washington Forest Practices Board
(Callahan, 2000).

WATER YIELD

The water-yield increase for the
watershed in the project area was
determined using the equivalent
clearcut area (ECA) method as
outlined in Forest Hydrology Part 11
(1976). ECA is a function of total
area roaded and harvested, percent
of crown removal in harvesting, and
amount of vegetative recovery that
has occurred in harvested areas.
This method equates area harvested
and percent of crown removed with an
equivalent amount of clearcut area.
For example, if 100 acres had 60
percent crown removed, ECA would be
approximately 60, or equivalent to a
60-acre clearcut. The relationship
between crown removal and ECA is not
a 1-to-1 ratio, so the percent ECA
is not always the same as the
percent of canopy removal. As live
trees are removed, the water they
would have evaporated and transpired
either saturates the soil or is



translated to runoff. This method
also calculates the recovery of
these increases as new trees
vegetate the site and move toward
preharvest water use.

In order to evaluate the watershed
risk of potential water-yield
increase effectively, a threshold of
concern must be established.
Acceptable risk level, resource
value, and watershed sensitivity are
evaluated according to Young (1989)
in order to determine a threshold of
concern. The watershed sensitivity
is evaluated using qualitative
assessments, as well as procedures
outlined in Forest Hydrology Part 11
(1976). The stability of a stream
channel is an important indicator of
where a threshold of concern should
be set. As water yields increase as
a result of canopy removal, the
amount of water flowing in a creek
gradually increases. When these
increases reach a certain level, the
bed and banks may begin to erode.
The more stable streams will be able
to handle larger increases in water
yield before they begin to erode,
while less stable streams will
experience erosion at more moderate
water-yield increases.

ANALYSIS AREA
SEDIMENT DELIVERY

The analysis area for sediment
delivery is the West Fork Timber
Sale project area and the proposed
haul routes. The West Fork
watershed is a 10,669-acre,
perennial, third-order tributary to
Swift Creek and Whitefish Lake and
includes Stryker Creek. The
Antice/Johnson watershed is a 7,289-
acre tributary to Swift Creek.
Analysis will cover stream segments
within these watersheds that may be
affected by the proposed project and
all roads and upland sites that may
contribute sediment to the West Fork
or Johnson Creek.

WATER YIELD

The analysis area for water yield is
the West Fork and Antice/Johnson
Creek watersheds. Precipitation in
both watersheds range from 30 inches
in the Antice/Johnson watershed in
the lower elevations to 80 inches at
the ridgetops. In addition, the
water yield of the entire Swift
Creek watershed will be analyzed to
determine the effects of the
proposed project on the receiving
waters.

EXISTING CONDITIONS
REGULATORY FRAMEWORK

Montana Surface Water-Quality
Standards

According to ARM 17.30.608 (1)(c),
the Whitefish Lake drainage,
including Swift Creek, is classified
as A-1. Among other criteria for A-
1 waters, no increases are allowed
above naturally occurring levels of
sediment or turbidity. "Naturally
occurring,' as defined by ARM
17.30.602 (17), includes conditions
or materials present during runoff
from developed land where all
reasonable land, soil, and water
conservation practices (commonly
called BMPs) have been applied.
Reasonable practices include
methods, measures, or practices that
protect present and reasonably
anticipated beneficial uses.
practices include, but are not
limited to, structural and
nonstructural controls and operation
and maintenance procedures.
Appropriate practices may be applied
before, during, or after completion
of potentially impactive activities.

These

Designated beneficial water uses
within the project area include
cold-water fisheries and
recreational use iIn the streams,
wetlands, lake, and surrounding
area.

Page C-2

West Fork of Swift Creek Timber Sale Project FEIS




Water-Quality-Limited Waterbodies

Swift Creek and the West Fork of
Swift Creek are currently listed as
a water-quality-limited waterbodies
in the 1996 and 2004 303(d) list.
The 303(d) list is compiled by DEQ
as required by Section 303(d) of the
Federal Clean Water Act and the
Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) Water Quality Planning and
Management Regulations (40 CFR, Part
130). Under these laws, DEQ is
required to identify waterbodies
that do not fully meet water-quality
standards, or where beneficial uses
are threatened or impaired. These
waterbodies are then characterized
as “water-quality limited” and thus
targeted for TMDL development. The
TMDL process is used to determine
the total allowable amount of
particulates in a waterbody of the
watershed. Each contributing source
is allocated a portion of the
allowable limit. These allocations
are designed to achieve water-
quality standards.

The Montana Water Quality Act (MCA
75-5-701-705) also directs the DEQ
to assess the quality of State
waters, ensure that sufficient and
credible data exists to support a
303(d) listing, and develop TMDL for
those waters identified as
threatened or impaired. Under the
Montana TMDL Law, new or expanded
nonpoint-source activities affecting
a listed waterbody may commence and
continue provided they are conducted
in accordance with all reasonable
land, soil, and water conservation
practices and BMPs. TMDLs have not
been completed for the Swift Creek
or West Fork drainages. DNRC will
comply with the Law and interim
guidance developed by DEQ through
implementation of all reasonable
soil and water conservation
practices, including BMPs and
Forest Management Rules.

The current listed causes of

impairment in Swift Creek are bank
erosion, other habitat alterations,
and nutrients. The probable source

for Swift Creek is listed as
silviculture. Current listed causes
of impairment in the West Fork are
flow alteration, other habitat
alteration, and siltation. The
probable sources for the West Fork
are listed as silviculture, highway
maintenance, and runoff.

Montana SMZ Law

By the definition in ARM 36.11.312
(3), the majority of the West Fork
and Johnson Creek watersheds are
Class 1 streams. Johnson Creek, the
West Fork, and many of their
tributaries have flow for more than 6
months each year. Many of these
stream reaches also support fish.
Some of the smaller first-order
tributaries may be classified as
Class 2 or 3 based on site-specific
conditions.

SEDIMENT DELIVERY

According to field reconnaissance in
the summers of 1999, 2000, and 2003,
stream channels in the West Fork
watershed are primarily in good to
fair condition. Six reaches were
rated in poor condition. These 6
reaches represent approximately 7
percent of the identified reaches in
the West Fork, and approximately 16
percent of the total length of
streams in the watershed. The
primary reason for poor reach
ratings is movement of channel-bed
material. Most reaches were rated
as B3 and B4 channels by a
classification system developed by
Rosgen (1990). Channel types rated
as “B” are typically in the 2- to 4-
percent gradient range and have a
moderate degree of meander
(sinuosity). Channel-bed materials
in B3 and B4 types are mainly cobble
and gravel. Given the cobble and
gravel beds, and the gradient of
these stream types, bed materials
commonly move. Gravel bars have
formed on point bars in these
reaches. No areas of down-cut
channels were identified during
field reconnaissance. Large woody
debris was found in adequate supply
to allow proper hydrologic function.
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For further analysis of large woody
debris, see APPENDIX E -FISHERIES
ANALYSIS. Little evidence of past
streamside harvesting was found,
and, where past logging had taken
place in the riparian area, the
streams did not appear to be
deficient in existing or potential
downed woody material.

The existing road system leading to
and in the proposed project area was
reviewed for potential sources of
sediment. The road system in the
West Fork watershed is contributing
an estimated 25.5 tons per year of
sediment to streams. Roads proposed
for hauling in the project area in
the Johnson Creek watershed are
contributing an estimated 5.2 tons
of sediment per year to streams.
These sediment-delivery values are
estimates based on procedures
outlined above and are not measured
values.

Estimated sediment delivery occurs
primarily at stream crossings and
comes from a variety of sources. In
the upper reaches of the West Fork
in Stryker Basin, 3 existing
crossings are constructed of wood
and earth that are in various stages
of decay; another structure is
located on an unnamed tributary of
the West Fork. Combined, these
structures are contributing an
estimated 2.8 tons of sediment per
year. In addition, each site is at
high risk for failure due to
decaying wood. In total, these 3
structures are comprised of
approximately 760 tons of sediment,
most of which, upon failure, would
be delivered to the West Fork and
Stryker Creek. Other sources of
sediment delivery found during the
inventory were a result of sites

needing erosion-control devices
installed on old roads that had been
used before the adoption of forest
management BMPs.

Much of the existing road system in
the proposed project area meets
applicable BMPs. Past project work
has installed surface drainage on
the road systems in Stryker and
Herrig basins, as well as on the
major routes in the West Fork
watershed.

WATER YIELD

The allowable water-yield increase
for the West Fork watershed has been
set at 10 percent based on channel-
stability evaluations, watershed
sensitivity, and acceptable risk.
This water-yield increase would be
reached when the ECA level in the
West Fork reaches the allowable
level of 2,667. Timber harvesting
and associated road construction
activities have taken place in the
West Fork watershed since the 1930s.
These activities, combined with
vegetative recovery, have led to an
estimated 3.4 percent water-yield
increase over an unharvested
condition in the West Fork
watershed. Currently, the water
yield iIncreases in the
Antice/Johnson and Swift Creek
watersheds are 3.5 percent and
3.4 percent, respectively. TABLE
C-1 — CURRENT WATER-YIELD AND ECA
INCREASES BY WATERSHED summarizes
the existing conditions for water
yield in the 3 watersheds.

TABLE C-1 — CURRENT WATER-YIELD AND ECA INCREASES BY WATERSHED

WEST FORK ANTICE/JOHNSON SWIFT CREEK
Percent WYI 3.4 3.5 3.4
Allowable WYI 10 10 10
Existing ECA 876 641 4,833
Allowable ECA 2,667 1,822 12,362
Remaining ECA 1,791 1,181 7,529
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ALTERNATIVE EFFECTS
SEDIMENT DELIVERY
Direct and Indirect Effects

o Direct and Indirect Effects of No-Action
Alternative A to Sediment Delivery

No-Action Alternative A would have
no direct effects to sediment
delivery beyond those currently
occurring. Existing sources of
sediment, both in-channel and out
of channel, would continue to
recover or degrade based on
natural or preexisting conditions.

The indirect effects would be an
increased risk of sediment
delivery to streams from crossings
that do not meet applicable BMPs.
These sites would continue to pose
a risk of sediment delivery to
streams until other funding became
available to repair them.

o Direct and Indirect Effects Common to Both .
Action Alternatives

Each of the proposed action
alternatives would replace the
wooden West Fork bridge on Stryker
Basin Road. Each of the action
alternatives would also remove and
rehabilitate 3 log and earth-fill
crossings in the upper reaches of
Stryker Basin.

Replacement of the existing bridge
over the West Fork would involve
removal of log-crib walls and the
fill material that they are
currently retaining. The existing
structure is beginning to decay
and, over time, would become an
increasing risk of failure

bridge abutments. The new
crossing would also divert
overland flow from the road
surface away from the crossing
site In both directions. This
would lead to a decrease in
delivery of approximately 0.11
tons of sediment per year at this
site.

Removal and rehabilitation of the
3 log/earth crossings in upper
Stryker Basin would remove
potential sources of sediment, as
well as reduce current sediment
delivery by approximately 2.22
tons per year for all 3 sites. As
stated above, these 3 sites
contain an estimated 750 tons of
fill material. Removal and
disposal of this material outside
of the SMZ would remove the risk
of this material being delivered
to the West Fork and Swift Creek.

Diirect and Indirect Fffects of JAction
Alternative B to Sediment Delivery

Several stream crossings would be
replaced in the West Fork and
Johnson Creek watersheds and along
the proposed haul route. Erosion
control and BMPs would be improved
on approximately 31 miles of
existing road. This work would
decrease the estimated sediment
load to the West Fork by
approximately 4.2 tons of sediment
per year, and reduce the estimated
sediment load to Johnson Creek by
approximately 2.7 tons per year.
See TABLE C-2 — SEDIMENT-DELIVERY
ESTIMATES IN THE WEST FORK for a

due to decay in the wood. A  TABLE C-2 — SEDIMENT-DELIVERY ESTIMATES IN THE

potential failure of the wood WEST FORK

cribbing could allow several West Fork Johnson Creek
tons of sediment to enter the Alternative Alternative
stream. The proposed new A B C A B C
bridge would be designed to Postproject
allow the stream to flow dillvery 55213229 52| 25| 5.2
freely with no constriction (tons per
of the bank-full channel. year)

Reduction

This would reduce the

potential for bank erosion year)

(tons per

and channel down-cutting that [Reduction

may occur with vertical percent

0 16% 10% 0 52% 0
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summary of sediment-delivery
estimates.

Crossings proposed for replacement
do not currently meet all
applicable BMPs and require a new
culvert or bridge in order to meet
applicable standards. The
replacement of existing stream
crossings would contribute
sediment directly to the West
Fork. This sediment would be
minimized through the application
of standard erosion-control
measures. The sediment delivery
anticipated from this project
would be short term and comply
with all applicable permits and
State water-quality laws. In
addition, several sites would have
additional erosion-control
measures added to lower the risk
of sediment delivery to a stream
or draw. In some cases, the
addition of erosion-control
measures may increase the risk of
sediment delivery in the short
term by creating bare soil.
However, as these sites
revegetate, the long-term risk of
sedimentation to a stream would be
reduced to levels lower than the
existing condition.

This alternative would also
construct approximately 1.0 mile
of new road to access proposed
Harvest Area 1, approximately 2.1
miles of temporary road in
proposed Harvest Areas 11-C, and
0.3 mile of new road to Harvest
Area 111-J. Reclamation of the
temporary roads would occur
immediately following completion
of activities in the proposed
harvest areas. The reclaimed road
would present an increased risk of
sediment delivery until bare soil
revegetated.

Action Alternative B would have a
very low risk of sediment delivery
to streams as a result of the
proposed timber-harvesting
activities. Some harvesting
activities may occur within
designated SMZs. This harvesting

activity would follow all
requirements of the SMZ Law and
have a low risk of affecting
recruitment of large woody
material to the West Fork, Johnson
Creek, or their tributaries. The
SMZ law, rules, and all applicable
BMPs would be applied to all
harvesting activities, which would
minimize the risk of sediment
delivery to draws and streams.

Direct and Indirect Effects of Action
Alternative C to Sediment Delivery

Several stream crossings would be
replaced in the West Fork
watershed and along the proposed
haul route, and erosion control
and BMPs would be improved on
approximately 25 miles of existing
road. This work would decrease
the estimated sediment load to the
West Fork by approximately 2.6
tons of sediment per year.

Crossings proposed for replacement
do not currently meet all
applicable BMPs; to meet
applicable standards, a new
culvert or bridge is required.

The replacement of existing stream
crossings would contribute
sediment directly to the West
Fork. This sediment would be
minimized through application of
standard erosion-control measures.
The sediment delivery anticipated
from this project would be short
term and comply with all
applicable permits and State
water-quality laws. Also,
additional erosion control would
be added to several sites to lower
the risk of sediment delivery to a
stream or draw. In some cases,
the addition of erosion-control
measures may increase the risk of
sediment delivery in the short
term by creating bare soil.
However, as these sites
revegetate, the long-term risk of
sedimentation to a stream would be
reduced to levels lower than the
existing condition.

This alternative would also
construct approximately 1.0 mile
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of new road to access proposed
Harvest Area 1 and approximately
2.1 miles of temporary road in
Harvest Area 11-C of the proposed
project area. Reclamation of the
temporary road would occur
immediately following completion
of activities in the proposed
harvest areas. The reclaimed road
would present an increased risk of
sediment delivery until bare soil
revegetated.

Action Alternative C would have a
very low risk of sediment delivery
to streams as a result of proposed
timber-harvesting activities.

Some harvesting activities may
occur within designated SMZs;
these harvesting activities would
follow all requirements of the SMZ
Law, and would have a low risk of
affecting recruitment of large
woody material to the West Fork,
Johnson Creek, or their
tributaries. The SMZ law, rules,
and all applicable BMPs would be
applied to all harvesting
activities, which would minimize
the risk of sediment delivery to
draws and streams. (See TABLE C-2
— SEDIMENT-DELIVERY ESTIMATES IN
THE WEST FORK for a summary of
sediment-delivery estimates.)

Cumulative Effects

Cumulative Effects of No-Action .Alternative
A to Sediment Delivery

The cumulative effects of sediment
delivery would be very similar to
those described in the existing
conditions portion of this
analysis. All existing sources of
sediment would continue to recover
or degrade as dictated by natural
and preexisting conditions until a
source of funding became available
to repair them. Sediment loads
would remain at or near present
levels.

Cumulative Effects of Action Alternative B to
Sediment Delivery

Cumulative effects to sediment
delivery would be primarily
related to roadwork, stream-

crossing replacements, and
rehabilitations. The sediment
generated from the replacement of
existing culverts would increase
the total sediment load in the
West Fork for the duration of
activity. These increases would
not exceed any State water-quality
laws and would follow all
applicable recommendations given
in 124 and 318 permit
applications. In the long term,
the cumulative effects to sediment
delivery would be a reduction from
approximately 25.5 tons of
sediment per year to 21.3 tons of
sediment per year in the West
Fork, and a reduction from
approximately 5.2 tons per year to
2.5 tons per year in Johnson
Creek. A summary of sediment-
delivery estimates is found in
TABLE C-2 — SEDIMENT-DELIVERY
ESTIMATES IN THE WEST FORK. As
the sites stabilize and
revegetate, sediment levels
resulting from culvert
replacements would decrease
further from projected levels as
work sites, and closed and
reclaimed roads revegetate and
stabilize. Over the long term,
cumulative sediment loads would be
reduced due to better designed
crossings. Improved design would
reduce the risk of structure
failure, which would reduce the
risk of sediment delivery to Swift
Creek and other downstream waters.

The installation and improvement
of erosion-control and surface-
drainage features on existing
roads would also affect the
cumulative sediment delivery to
the West Fork and Johnson Creek,
as described above. In the short
term, the installation and
improvement of surface-drainage
features would expose bare soil.
This would increase the risk of
sediment delivery to the streams
in and around the proposed project
area. The application of all
applicable BMPs during this work
would make increased sediment
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loads unlikely. Over the long
term, with the installation of
more effective surface-drainage
and erosion-control features on
the existing road system,
cumulative sediment delivery to
the West Fork and Johnson Creek is
projected to be lower than
existing conditions.

Harvesting trees within an SMZ
would have a low risk of adverse
cumulative effects to downed woody
material in the West Fork
watershed. The tree-retention
requirements of the SMZ Law and
the application of Forest
Management Rules would ensure a
future supply of woody material to
the creeks.

None of the cumulative impacts
described above are expected to
adversely affect downstream
beneficial uses. All activities
would comply with applicable laws,
rules, and regulations.

Cumulative Effects of Action Alternative C to
Sediment Delivery

Cumulative effects to sediment
delivery would be primarily
related to roadwork and stream-
crossing replacements. The
sediment generated from replacing
existing culverts would increase
the total sediment load in the
West Fork for the duration of the
activity. These increases would
not exceed any State water-quality
laws, and would follow all
applicable recommendations given
in the 124 and 318 permit
applications. In the long term,
the cumulative effects to sediment
delivery would be a reduction from
approximately 25.5 tons of
sediment per year to approximately
22_.9 tons of sediment per year in
the West Fork. TABLE C-2 —
SEDIMENT-DELIVERY ESTIMATES IN THE
WEST FORK summarizes sediment-
delivery estimates. As the sites
stabilize and revegetate, sediment
levels resulting from culvert
replacements would decrease
further from projected levels as

work sites and closed and
reclaimed roads revegetate and
stabilize. Over the long term,
cumulative sediment loads would be
reduced due to a better crossing
design. Improved design would
reduce the risk of structure
failure, which would reduce the
risk of sediment delivery to Swift
Creek and other downstream waters.

The installation and improvement
of erosion-control and surface-
drainage features on existing
roads would also affect the
cumulative sediment delivery to
the West Fork as described above.
In the short term, the
installation and improvement of
surface drainage features would
expose bare soil, which would
increase the risk of sediment
delivery to the streams in and
around the proposed project area.
The application of all applicable
BMPs during this work would make
increased sediment loads unlikely.
Over the long term, with the
installation of more effective
surface drainage and erosion
control features on the existing
road system, cumulative sediment
delivery to the West Fork is
projected to be lower than
existing conditions.

Harvesting trees within an SMZ
would have a low risk of adverse
cumulative effects to downed woody
material in the West Fork or its
tributaries. The tree-retention
requirements of the SMZ Law would
ensure a future supply of woody
material to the creeks.

None of the cumulative impacts
described above are expected to
adversely affect downstream
beneficial uses. All activities
would comply with applicable laws,
rules, and regulations.
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WATER YIELD
Direct and Indirect Effects

Direct and Indirect Effects of Vo-Action
Alternative A to Wealer Yield

This alternative would have no
direct or indirect effects on
water yield. Water quantity would
not be changed from present
levels.

Direct and Indirect Effects of Action
Alternative B to Water Yield

The annual water yield in the West
Fork watershed would increase by
an estimated 2.6 percent over the
current level, Antice/Johnson
watershed would increase by 0.4
percent, and the entire Swift
Creek watershed would increase by
0.8 percent. These levels of
water-yield increases would not be
sufficient to create unstable
channels.

Direct and Indirect Effects of Action
Alternative Cto Waler Yield

The annual water yield in the West
Fork watershed would increase by
an estimated 1.7 percent over the
current level, Antice/Johnson
watershed would increase by 0.2
percent, and the entire Swift
Creek watershed would increase by
0.5 percent. These levels of
water-yield increases would not be
sufficient to create unstable
channels.

CUMULATIVE EFFECTS

Cumulative Effects of No-Action .Alternative
A to Water Yield

This alternative would have no
cumulative effects on water yield.
Existing timber harvest units
would continue to revegetate and
move closer to premanagement
levels of water use and snowpack
distribution.

Cumulative Effects of Action Allernative B to
Weater Yield
The removal of trees proposed in

Action Alternative B would
increase the water yield in the

West Fork watershed from its
current level of approximately 3.4
percent over unharvested to an
estimated 6.0 percent. This
water-yield increase and its
associated ECA level includes the
impacts of all past-management
activity, existing and proposed
roads, proposed timber harvesting,
and vegetative hydrologic recovery
in the West Fork watershed. The
water-yield increase expected from
Action Alternative B leaves the
watershed well below the
established threshold of concern.
No impacts to water quality are
expected as a result of this
alternative. A summary of the
anticipated water-yield impacts of
Action Alternative B to the West
Fork, Antice/Johnson watershed,
and the entire Swift Creek
drainage is found in TABLE C-3 -
WATER YIELD AND ECA INCREASES IN
THE WEST FORK; TABLE C-4 — WATER
YIELD AND ECA INCREASES IN
ANTICE/JOHNSON WATERSHED; and
TABLE C-5 — WATER YIELD AND ECA
INCREASES IN THE SWIFT CREEK
WATERSHED (INCLUDING WEST FORK AND
ANTICE/JOHNSON) .

Cumulative Effects of Action Alternative Cto
Water Yield

The removal of trees would
increase the water yield in the
West Fork watershed from its
current level of approximately 3.4
percent over unharvested to an
estimated 5.1 percent. This
water-yield increase and its
associated ECA level includes the
impacts of all past management
activity, existing and proposed
roads, proposed timber harvesting,
and vegetative hydrologic recovery
in the West Fork watershed. The
water-yield increase expected from
Action Alternative C leaves the
watershed well below the
established threshold of concern.
No impacts to water quality are
expected as a result of this
alternative. A summary of the
anticipated water-yield impacts of
Action Alternative C to the West
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Fork, Antice/Johnson watershed,
and the entire Swift Creek
drainage is found in TABLE C-3 -
WATER-YIELD AND ECA INCREASES IN
THE WEST FORK; TABLE C-4 — WATER-
YIELD AND ECA INCREASES IN

ANTICE/JOHNSON WATERSHED; and
TABLE C-5 — WATER-YIELD AND ECA
INCREASES IN THE SWIFT CREEK
WATERSHED (INCLUDING WEST FORK AND
ANTICE/JOHNSON) .

TABLE C-3 — WATER-YIELD AND ECA INCREASES IN THE WEST FORK

ALTERNATIVE

A B [
Allowable WYl (percent) 10 10 10
Percent of WYl 3.4 6.0 5.1
Acres harvested 0 1,180 883
Miles of new road 0 1.0 0.7
ECA generated 0 1,114 822
Total ECA 876 1,992 1,700
Remaining ECA 1,791 675 967
Allowable ECA 2,667 2,667 2,667

West Fork Project Area \Watersheds
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TABLE C-4 — WATER-YIELD AND ECA

TABLE C-5 — WATER-YIELD AND ECA

INCREASES IN THE ANTICE/JOHNSON INCREASES IN THE SWIFT CREEK WATERSHED
WATERSHED (INCLUDING THE WEST FORK AND
ALTERNATTVE ANTI1CE/JOHNSON)
A B C ALTERNATIVE

Allowable WYI 10 10 10 A B [
(percent) Allowable WYI 10 10 10
Percent WYl 3.5 3.9 3.7 (percent)
Acres 0 94 60 Percent WYl 3.4 4.2 3.9
harvested Acres 0 1,275 943
Miles of new 0 0 0 harvested
road Miles of new 0 1.0 0.7
ECA generated 0 91 57 road
Total ECA 641 732 698 ECA generated 0 1,204 879
Remaining ECA 1,181 1,090 1,124 Total ECA 4,833 6,040 5,714
Allowable ECA 1,822 1,822 1,822 Remaining ECA 7,529 6,322 6,648

Allowable ECA 12,362 | 12,362 | 12,362
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APPENDIX D

SOILS ANALYSIS

INTRODUCTION

The Swift Creek watershed is a
valley formed by glaciers and river
processes. The dominant soil types
found in the project area are deep
glacial tills derived from
argillite, siltite, and limestone
from the Belt Supergroup. Upper
slopes and ridges are weathered
bedrock scoured by glaciers.

ANALYSIS METHODS

Soil productivity will be analyzed
through aerial photo
interpretation of past harvesting
activities, Tield verification of
aerial photo interpretation, and
by evaluating the current levels of
soil disturbance in the proposed
project area. Analysis criteria
will also include soil stability
risk factors.

ANALYSIS AREA

The analysis area for evaluating
soil productivity will include
State-owned land within the West
Fork Timber Sale Project area. The
proposed project area is within both
the West Fork and Antice/Johnson
watersheds.

EXISTING CONDITION

In the West Fork watershed, DNRC has
conducted timber harvesting since
the 1940s. Since timber sale
records dating back to the 1960s,
3,291 acres of State land have been
harvested (approximately 775 acres
are within within the proposed
project area), using a combination
of ground-based and cable-yarding
harvest methods. Ground-based
yarding can affect soil productivity

through displacement and compaction
of productive surface layers of
soil, mainly on heavily used trails.
Field review and aerial photos of
the proposed project area show that
approximately 775 acres of the
proposed project area has been
harvested in the past. Based on a
review of 1964 aerial photos, 10
to 15 percent of the previously
harvested areas contained skid
trails. Field reconnaissance shows
that many of the existing trails
from past management are well
vegetated and past impacts are
ameliorating from frost and
vegetation. NoO erosion was
observed on existing trails. The
erosion-control status of the
existing road system is
addressed in the watershed
analysis of this document.

Soil types in the project area vary
from nearly level wetland types
along the West Fork to steep valley
sideslopes on ridges. The Flathead
National Forest Soil Survey
identified one area of soils at high
risk for mass movements in the
project area. This soil type is
landtype 74 and is found in the
northern portion of the proposed
project area. No unique geology
is known to exist and no slope
failures were identified in the
proposed project area during
reconnaissance. A list of soil
types found in the West Fork Timber
Sale Project area and their
associated management implications
are found in TABLE D-1-SUMMARY OF
DIRECT EFFECTS OF ALTERNATIVES ON
SOILS WITH SUMMER HARVESTING.



ALTERNATIVE EFFECTS
DIRECT AND INDIRECT EFFECTS

o Direct and Indirect Effects of No-.Action
Alternative .1 on Soils

Soil productivity would not be
directly or indirectly affected.
No ground-based activity would
take place, which would leave the
soil in the project area unchanged
from the description in the
EXISTING CONDITION portion of this
analysis.

o Direct and Indirect Effects of Action
Alternative BB on Soils

This alternative would have direct
impacts on approximately 158
acres. Direct impacts would
include compaction and
displacement resulting from use of
ground-based equipment to skid
logs on approximately 937 acres,
and use of cable-yarding equipment
on approximately 333 acres.
Ground-based site preparation and
road construction would also
generate direct impacts to the
soil resource. TABLE D-1-SUMMARY
OF DIRECT EFFECTS OF ALTERNATIVES
ON SOILS WITH SUMMER HARVESTING
summarizes the expected impacts to
the soil resource as a result of
Action Alternative B. These
activities would leave up to 12
percent of the proposed harvest
units iIn an impacted condition.

DNRC expects to maintain long-term
soil productivity based on the
implementation of mitigation
measures to control the area and
degree of detrimental soil impacts
to less than 15 percent of the
proposed harvest area. This
range of soil effects is
achievable based on past
monitoring. A combination of
skidding mitigation measures would
include:

- restricting the season of use,

- utilizing a minimum skid-trail
spacing,

- installing erosion control where
needed,

- restricting ground skidding
to slopes of less than 45
percent, and

- TFollowing all applicable BMPs.

DNRC would require that
proportions of shags, coarse
woody debris, and fine litter
for nutrient cycling and
wildlife needs be retained.
DNRC”s goals for coarse-woody-
debris levels are based on
research by Graham et al 1994.

Direct and Indirect Effects of Action
Alternative C on Soils
Approximately 131 acres would be

directly impacted. Direct impacts
would include compaction and

TABLE D-1 — SUMMARY OF DIRECT EFFECTS OF ALTERNATIVES ON SOILS WITH SUMMER

HARVESTING

DESCRIPTION NO-ACTION ACTION ACTION

OF ALTERNATIVE ALTERNATIVE ALTERNATIVE
PARAMETER A B C

Acres of harvest 0 1,270 938
Acres of tractor yarding 0 937 866
Acres of skid trails and landings® 0 188 173
Acres of cable yarding 0 333 72
Acres of yarding corridors 0 33 7
Acres of moderate impacts® 0 158 131
Percent of harvest area with impacts 0% 12.4% 14 0%

120 percent of ground based area
25 to 10 percent of cable yarding units

375 percent of ground-based skid trails and 50 percent of cable corridors
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displacement resulting from use of
ground-based equipment to skid
logs on approximately 866 acres
and cable-yarding equipment on
approximately 72 acres. Ground-
based site preparation and road
construction would also generate
direct impacts to the soil
resource. TABLE D-1-SUMMARY OF
DIRECT EFFECTS OF ALTERNATIVES ON
SOILS WITH SUMMER HARVESTING
summarizes the expected impacts to
the soil resource as a result of
Action Alternative C. These
activities would leave up to 14
percent of the proposed harvest
units in an impacted condition.
DNRC expects to maintain long-term
soil productivity based on the
implementation of mitigation
measures to control the area and
degree of detrimental soil impacts
to less than 15 percent of the
proposed harvest area. The range
of soils effects is achievable
based on past monitoring. A
combination of skidding mitigation
measures would include:

- restricting the season-of-use,

- utilizing a minimum skid-trail
spacing,

- installing erosion control where
needed,

- restricting ground skidding
to slopes of less than 45
percent, and

- Tollowing all applicable BMPs.

DNRC would require that
proportions of snags, coarse
woody debris, and fine litter
for nutrient cycling and
wildlife needs be retained.
DNRC’s goals for coarse-woody-
debris levels are based on
research by Graham et al 1994.

CUMULATIVE EFFECTS

Cumulative Effects of No-Action .Alternative
A to Soils

This alternative would have no
cumulative impacts on soil
productivity. No soil would be

disturbed and no past harvest
units would be reentered.
Cumulative effects of this
alternative would be similar to
those described under the EXISTING
CONDITION portion of this
analysis.

Cumulative Effects Common to .Action
Alternatives B and C to Soils

Both action alternatives would
enter several stands where
previous timber management has
occurred. Cumulative effects to
soils may occur from repeated
entries into a forest stand where
additional ground is impacted by
equipment operations. DNRC would
maintain long-term soil
productivity and minimize adverse
cumulative effects by implementing
any or all of the following
mitigations specific to harvest
units:

- If properly located and spaced,
existing skid trails from past
harvesting activities would be
used.

- Additional skid trails would be
used only where existing trails
are unacceptable.

- The potential direct and
indirect effects would be
mitigated with soil moisture
restrictions, season of
operation, limiting ground
skidding to slopes of less
than 45 percent, and use of
equipment suited to slopes
and soil types.

- A portion of coarse woody debris
and fine litter would be
retained for nutrient cycling.

In previously unharvested stands,
cumulative effects to soil
productivity from multiple entries
would be the same as those listed
in the direct and indirect effects
sections.
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APPENDIX E

FISHERIES ANALYSIS

ISSUE

The purpose of this analysis is to
assess potential impacts to cold-
water fisheries within the West Fork
Timber Sale Project area as a result
of any one of the project
alternatives.

INTRODUCTION

The West Fork Timber Sale Project
area includes State trust lands
within Sections 18, 19, 20, 28, 29,
30, 31, 32, 33, and 34, T34N, R23W,
and Section 13, T34N, R24W, which
lie entirely within the Swift Creek
drainage (5" code HUC 17010210050).
Up to 1,270 acres of total harvest
area is proposed within the project
area.

The project area includes the
watersheds of 2 major tributaries of
Swift Creek: West Fork of Swift
Creek (West Fork) and East Fork of
Swift Creek (East Fork).
Additionally, 2 specific subbasins
of the West Fork will be included in
the analysis; from north to south,
Stryker Creek and Johnson Creek.

The downstream, main-stem reach of
Swift Creek between Section 3, T33N,
R23W, and Whitefish Lake is not
within the project area and will not
be included in this analysis. None
of the project alternatives are
expected to have any direct,
indirect, or cumulative impacts with
respect to downstream fisheries in
the main-stem reach of Swift Creek.

The West Fork is identified on the
Montana 303(d) list as an impaired
stream, and a TMDL is scheduled for
development in 2011. The portion of
the West Fork within the project
area has been identified as “not
supporting” of cold-water fisheries
and other aquatic life according to
the 2002 and Draft 2004 303(d) lists
developed by the DEQ. Probable
causes of this listing include flow

alteration, other habitat
alterations, and siltation; the
probable sources include
silviculture, highway maintenance,
and runoff.

The East Fork is identified on the
Montana 303(d) list, but is not
scheduled for TMDL development as an
impaired stream. The portion of the
East Fork within the project area
has been identified as “partially
supporting” cold-water fisheries and
other aquatic life according to the
2002 and draft 2004 303(d) lists
developed by DEQ. Probable causes
of this listing include flow
alteration and other habitat
alterations; the probable sources
include silviculture, habitat
modification (other than
hydromodification), and
modification/destablilization of
banks or shoreline.

The Swift Creek drainage, including
the West Fork, East Fork, and any
contributing subbasins, is
classified as A-1 in the Montana
Surface Water Quality Standards.

The A-1 classification is for
multiple beneficial-use waters,
including the growth and propagation
of cold-water fisheries and
associated aquatic life. Among
other criteria for A-1 waters, a 1
degree Fahrenheit maximum increase
above naturally occurring water
temperature is allowed within the
range of 32 to 66 degrees Fahrenheit
(0 to 18.9 degrees Celsius) and no
increases are allowed above
naturally occurring concentrations
of sediment, which will harm or
prove detrimental to fish or
wildlife. In regard to sediment,
naturally occurring includes
conditions or materials present from
runoff on developed land where all
reasonable land, soil, and water
conservation practices have been



applied. Reasonable practices
include methods, measures, or
practices that protect present and
reasonably anticipated beneficial
uses. The State has adopted
Forestry BMPs through its Nonpoint-
Source Management Plan as the
principle means of controlling
nonpoint-source pollution from
silvicultural activities (Thomas et
al 1990).

SPECIES

Native cold-water fish species
within the project area include bull
trout (Salvelinus confluentus),
westslope cutthroat trout
(Oncorhynchus clarki lewisi), slimy
sculpin (Cottus cognatus),
largescale sucker (Catostomus
macrocheilus), and longnose sucker
(Catostomus catostomus). The 1
nonnative species known to persist
within the specific project area is
eastern brook trout (Salvelinus
fontinalis).

Neither slimy sculpin, largescale
sucker, nor longnose sucker are
identified as endangered,
threatened, or sensitive species
(Montana Natural Heritage Program
[MNHP] 2003). Although all 3
species are an integral component of
the aquatic ecosystem within the
project area, any foreseeable issues
or concerns regarding these species’
populations or habitats can be
addressed through an effects
analysis for bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout. Eastern
brook trout iIs an invasive species
that is not a component of the
region’s historical biodiversity,
but any foreseeable issues or
concerns regarding this species”’
populations or habitats can also be
addressed through an effects
analysis for bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout.

Bull trout and westslope cutthroat
trout are the primary cold-water
species that will be addressed in
this analysis. The U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (USFWS) has listed
bull trout as “threatened” under the

Endangered Species Act. Both bull
trout and westslope cutthroat trout
are listed as Class-A Montana Animal
Species of Concern. A Class-A
designation is defined as a species
or subspecies that has limited
numbers and/or habitats both in
Montana and elsewhere in North
America and elimination from Montana
would be a significant loss to the
gene pool of the species or
subspecies (DFWP, MNHP, and Montana
Chapter American Fisheries Society
Rankings). DNRC has also identified
bull trout and westslope cutthroat
trout as sensitive species (ARM
36.11.436).

Both bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout exhibit resident,
fluvial, and adfluvial life forms.
Resident life forms spend their
juvenile and adult life in natal or
nearby low-order tributaries.
Fluvial and adfluvial life forms
generally leave their natal streams
within 1 to 3 years of emergence
(Shepard et al 1984, Fraley and
Shepard 1989) to mature in
downstream river and lake systems,
respectively, and then return again
to headwater or upstream reaches to
spawn. Fluvial and adfluvial life
forms of bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout are typically larger
than resident fish, and bull trout
have been observed returning to
upstream reaches during successive
or alternating years to spawn
(Fraley and Shepard 1989). The life
forms and stages of bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout have
evolved to coexist in overlapping
geographic areas (Nakano et al 1992,
Pratt 1984, Shepard et al 1984).

Fluvial and adfluvial bull trout
generally mature between ages 5 to
6, begin upstream spawning
migrations in April, and spawn
between September and October in
response to a temperature regime
decline below 9 to 10 degrees
Celsius (Fraley and Shepard 1989).
Spawning adult bull trout are known
to construct redds in close
association with upwelling
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groundwater and proximity to
overhanging or instream cover
(Fraley and Shepard 1989).

Naturally occurring stream
temperature regimes and substrate
compositions having low levels of
fine material are closely related to
bull trout embryo and juvenile
survival (MBTSG 1998, Weaver and
Fraley 1991, Pratt 1984).

Resident westslope cutthroat trout
have been observed maturing at ages
3 to 5 (Downs et al 1997), and all
life forms are known to spawn during
May through June (Shepard et al
1984). Naturally occurring stream-
temperature regimes and substrate
compositions having low levels of
fine material are closely related to
westslope cutthroat trout embryo and
Juvenile survival (Pratt 1984).

ISSUES RAISED DURING SCOPING

Four concerns were received by DNRC
during the scoping process that
pertain specifically to fisheries:

1) The project should protect the
genetic diversity of existing
bull trout populations.

2) The project should help protect
bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout in Johnson and
Swift creeks.

3) The project will not address
existing areas of degraded
habitat.

4) The project may further degrade
bull trout habitat.

Concerns 1 and 2 are stated as
conservation goals and are not
considered “issues’ to be described
in the EXISTING CONDITIONS and
ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS sections.
Concern 3 is an “issue” that will be
addressed under the EXISTING
CONDITIONS habitat subissues for
each basin and subbasin. Concern 4
is an “issue’ that will be addressed
under the ALTERNATIVE EFFECTS
habitat subissues for each basin and
subbasin.

ANALYSIS METHODS AND SUBISSUES

The existing conditions of bull
trout and westslope cutthroat trout
populations and habitat will be
described in the EXISTING CONDITIONS
portion of this analysis. In
ALTERNATIVE EFFECTS, those existing
conditions will then be compared to
the anticipated effects of the
project alternatives to determine
foreseeable impacts to bull trout
and westslope cutthroat trout.

Analysis methods are a function of
the types and quality of data
available for analysis, which varies
among the different basins and
subbasins in the project area. The
analyses may either be quantitative
or qualitative. The best available
data for both populations and
habitats will be presented
separately for Stryker and Johnson
creeks and the West Fork. Existing
conditions and foreseeable
environmental effects for each
subbasin will be explored using the
following outline of subissues:

e Populations
- presence
- genetics
e Habitat
- TFlow regime
- sediment
- channel form
- large woody debris
- riparian zone
- stream temperature
- connectivity

The East Fork will not be analyzed
for existing conditions under the
EXISTING CONDITIONS or ALTERNATIVE
EFFECTS sections since a portion of
Harvest Area 11-A (see Action
Alternatives B and C) is the only
area within the East Fork watershed
that is proposed for harvesting.
This specific proposed harvest area
includes approximately 31.5 acres
within the East Fork watershed and
lies on a very low slope, 1 to 2
percent gradient terrain. The
boundary of the proposed harvest
unit parallels the East Fork for
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approximately 1,025 feet, but the
boundary is at least 285 feet from
the stream at all points. The very
low relative amount of potential
timber harvesting in the East Fork
watershed and the associated risk of
cumulative effects due to a
potential water-yield increase is
inconsequential (see APPENDIX C -
WATERSHED AND HYDROLOGY ANALYSIS).
Consequently, this stream will not
be included in the fisheries
analysis since no foreseeable
direct, indirect, and/or cumulative
impacts to bull trout or westslope
cutthroat trout populations
(presence, genetics) or habitat
(flow regime, sediment, channel
form, large woody debris, riparian
zone, stream temperature,
connectivity) are expected as a
result of No-Action Alternative A or
Action Alternatives B or C.

SUMMARY OF ALTERNATIVES

See CHAPTER I1I1-ALTERNATIVES for
detailed information, specific
mitigations, and road management
plans pertaining to No-Action
Alternative A and Action
Alternatives B and C.

Under No-Action Alternative A,
existing conditions relative to bull
trout and westslope cutthroat trout
in the project area would remain
unchanged as a result of the
selection of this alternative.

Action Alternative B involves 12
proposed timber harvest subareas in
3 areas; approximately 1,270 acres
would be harvested using various
silviculture plans. Actions
associated with Action Alternative B
would occur in the West Fork basin
and the subbasins of Stryker Creek,
and Johnson Creek, all of which
provide varying degrees of bull
trout and westslope cutthroat trout
habitat.

Action Alternative C involves 6
proposed timber harvest subareas in
2 areas. Approximately 938 acres
would be harvested using various
silviculture plans. Actions
associated with this alternative
would occur iIn the West Fork basin
and the subbasins of Stryker Creek,
and Johnson Creek, all of which
provide varying degrees of bull
trout and westslope cutthroat trout
habitat.
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MAP 1 — KNOWN BULL TROUT DISTRIBUTION WITHIN THE PROJECT AREA (MFISH)
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MAP 2 — KNOWN WESTSLOPE CUTTHROAT TROUT DISTRIBUTION WITHIN THE PROJECT AREA
(MFISH)
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EXISTING CONDITIONS

> WESTFORK

The West Fork is a fourth-order
stream; the entire reach within
the project area is considered
fish bearing.

West Fork Bull Trout and Westslope
Cutthroat Trout Populations

FIGURE E-1 — BULL TROUT REDD COUNTS

Presence

The West Fork has been
identified as providing
important habitat for a
disjunct bull trout
population associated with
Whitefish Lake.

Although bull trout may exhibit
the resident life form in the
West Fork, this subbasin is
likely used by bull trout
primarily as spawning and
rearing habitat for disjunct
populations associated with
Whitefish and Upper Whitefish
lakes. Genetic data suggests
that migratory adults in the
upper Flathead River system have
been found to frequently return
to their natal or near-natal
streams (Kanda et al 1997), and
populations of migratory

spawning adult fish in the
Flathead River system have been
observed returning to the same
stream reaches during subsequent
spawning runs (Fraley and
Shepard 1989). This propensity
for habitual adult migration to
natal or near-natal streams and
the consequent selection of
unique spawning locations would
make the use of redd counts in
the West Fork a valid measure of
the trends of the species’
overall success iIn occupying a
specific subbasin.

The protocol for collecting redd
count and estimated population
data in the West Fork is
described in Weaver and Fraley
(1991). Experienced crews and
fixed survey boundaries are used
for result consistency.

The data in FIGURE E-1 — BULL
TROUT REDD COUNTS IN WEST FORK
OF SWIFT CREEK, 1994 THROUGH
2003 shows the number of bull
trout redds constructed in the
West Fork has ranged from O to 8
during the years 1994 to 2003.
The data may also appear to
describe a positive trend in
bull trout success in the West

IN WEST FORK OF SWIFT CREEK, 1994 THROUGH 2003

BT redd counts on West Fork Sw ift Creek (T. Weaver, FWP Kalispell)

2

21 0 0 0
. B

Redd Count
D

9
8
||| ||| |
I2 2
1
H - B

1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003

Year
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Fork, but the statistical
significance of the simple
linear regression is very low
(r?> = 0.0515), and studies
suggest that a larger data set
is needed in order to begin
identifying long-term trends in
bull trout populations through
redd counts (Rieman and Myers
1997). The data in TABLE E-1 -
BULL TROUT POPULATION ESTIMATES
IN THE WEST FORK, 1995 THROUGH
2003 shows the population
estimates of bull trout age 1
and older in the West Fork has
ranged from 0.22 to 5.10
individuals per 100 square
meters during the years 1995 to
2003. The statistical
significance of the simple
linear regression for this data
set is also very low (r? =
0.0022). For these reasons, it
is determined that insufficient
data is available to infer
existing bull trout population
trends or long-term success in
the West Fork.

The West Fork is used primarily
as habitat for resident
westslope cutthroat trout,
although resident adults
typically spawn in several of
the stream’s lower-order
tributaries such as Herrig,
Stryker, and Johnson creeks.
The West Fork may also be
utilized to some degree as

spawning and rearing habitat for
adfluvial life forms that have
matured in Whitefish or Upper
Whitefish lakes. DFWP has
conducted surveys of westslope
cutthroat trout redd counts
during the 2000, 2001, and 2002
early summer seasons utilizing
the same protocols as described
above for bull trout. No
westslope cutthroat trout redds
were counted during those survey
years.

Due to lack of historic and
comparable population presence
data, there are no apparent
existing direct and indirect
impacts to bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout
population presence in the West
Fork.

Genetics

Site-specific information from
DFWP regarding bull trout
genetics is unavailable.
However, some level of
hybridization has possibly
occurred with resident or
migratory eastern brook trout in
the West Fork subbasin, as data
suggests that this hybridization
has occurred widely throughout
the Flathead River basin (Kanda
et al 1997). Any existing
impact to bull trout populations
in the subbasin as a result of
hybridization with eastern brook

TABLE E-1 — BULL TROUT POPULATION ESTIMATES IN WEST FORK SWIFT CREEK, 1995 THROUGH
2003

DATE POPULATION %i[igﬁifwkéégi gﬁggﬁiiééréﬁﬁi DENSITY (NUMBER PER

ESTIMATES VAL TURE 100 SQUARE METERS)
8/24/1995 9 no estimate 1.04
9/16/1996 7 no estimate 0.81
8/26/1997 8 no estimate 0.92
8/26/1998 44 +/-20 0.52 5.10
8/25/1999 14 +/-1 0.92 1.44
9/07/2000 9 +/-1 0.88 1.52
8/31/2001 29 +/-3 0.83 2.80
9/19/2002 12 +/-2 0.80 1.38
8/29/2003 2 no estimate 0.22

Data adapted from T. Weaver (Fisheries biologist), DFWP, Kalispell: population estimates, 95-

percent confidence intervals, probability of first-pass capture and densities for age 1 and
older bull trout calculated from electrofishing in a 150-meter section of the West Fork.
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trout most likely is low.
Migratory bull trout tend to
have a reproductive size
advantage over resident eastern
brook trout (Reiman and Mclntyre
1993), and offspring can have a
considerable chance of being
sterile or exhibiting other
progressive growth problems
(Leary et al 1983).

A DFWP genetic survey in 1984 of
26 westslope cutthroat trout
collected from the West Fork
found the subspecies slightly
introgressed with rainbow trout.
The genetic purity of westslope
cutthroat trout was determined
at that time to be 97.4 percent
(MFISH 2004).

Due to the possibility of bull
trout and brook trout
hybridization and the known
occurrence of introgressed
westslope cutthroat trout, there
are existing low to moderate
direct and indirect impacts to
bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout population
genetics in the West Fork.

West Fork Bull Trout and Westslope
Cutthroat Trout Habitat

Flow Regime

Flow regime is the range of
discharge frequencies and
intensities iIn a specific
watershed that occur throughout
the year. The analysis of
hydrologic data for the West
Fork basin indicates that the
existing average flow regime for
the stream is approximately 3.4
percent above the range of
naturally occurring conditions
(see APPENDIX C — WATERSHED AND
HYDROLOGY ANALYSIS), which is
primarily a result of past
forest crown removal. The range
of naturally occurring
conditions is considered
representative of those flow
regimes in a fully forested,
mature (20 to 30 years old)
watershed.

Changes in flow regime can
affect bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout through
modifications of stream
morphology, sediment budget,
streambank stability, and
channel formations. There is
likely no detectable existing
impact on these specific habitat
characteristics as a result of
the estimated 3.4 percent
increase in flow regime.

Changes in flow regime have been
known to affect bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout
spawning migration, habitat
available for spawning, and
embryo survival; for this
reason, there is a very low
potential for direct and
indirect impacts to bull trout
and westslope cutthroat trout as
a result of flow-regime
modifications in the West Fork.

Sediment

Existing stream-sediment
processes that are described in
this analysis are Rosgen stream-
morphological type, sediment
budget, and streambank
stability. The stream
morphology of the West Fork,
from the confluence with the
East Fork (river mile 0.00) in
Section 3, T33N, R23W, upstream
through the project area and to
a point (river mile 7.13) in
Section 12, T34N, R24W, is
generally described as
exhibiting a B3/B4 Rosgen
morphological type with
gradients ranging from 2 to 4
percent (Koopal 2001). The B
morphological type broadly
includes riffle-dominated
streams in narrow, gently
sloping valleys, which typically
exhibit infrequently spaced
pools (Rosgen 1996).
Furthermore, the B3/B4
morphological type is
characteristic of channel
compositions dominated by
cobbles and codominated by
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gravels, with lesser amounts of
boulder, gravel, and sand
(Rosgen 1996).

Several surveys have been
conducted to describe the
sediment budget of the West
Fork, including McNeil core,
substrate score, and Wolman
pebble count. The McNeil core
sampling methodology (McNeil and
Ahnell 1964) has been
demonstrated to be an effective
technique for measuring temporal
changes in the streambed
permeability of spawning
gravels. McNeil core data has
been collected at known bull
trout spawning reaches in the
West Fork between 1998 and 2003
(FIGURE E-2 — MCNEIL CORE
SAMPLES FROM THE WEST FORK, 1998
THROUGH 2003 [NOT SURVEYED
DURING 1999 AND 2000]). Weaver
and Fraley (1991) found that the
percentage of substrates less
than 6.35 millimeter in spawning
beds was inversely proportional
to bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout embryo survival
in the Flathead River basin.

The Flathead Basin Commission, a
cooperative program involving
private, State, and Federal
landowners in the river basin,
subsequently determined that
streams with spawning gravels

having 35 or 40 percent of
substrates less than 6.35
millimeter in any given year
were “threatened” or “impaired”,
respectively, in regards to bull
trout and western cutthroat
trout embryo survival (Flathead
Basin Commission 1991). The
McNeil core sample results from
the West Fork are collected
using Weaver and Fraley (1991)
and are displayed in FIGURE E-2
— MCNEIL CORE SAMPLES FROM THE
WEST FORK, 1998 THROUGH 2003
[NOT SURVEYED DURING 1999 AND
2000]) to show the proportion of
substrates in the less than 6.35
millimeter size class. All of
the sample sets show that the
proportion of substrates less
than 6.35 millimeters is under
the 35 percent threshold for
“threatened” status.

Embeddedness is generally
described as the degree to which
fine sediments surround coarse
substrates on the streambed
surface (Sylte and Fischenich
2002). The substrate score is
one technique for measuring
embeddedness, where higher
scores indicate lower
embeddedness and typically
better juvenile bull trout
habitat (Shepard et al 1984). A
modified substrate score

FIGURE E-2 — MCNEIL CORE SAMPLES FROM THE WEST FORK, 1998 THROUGH 2003 (NOT

SURVEYED DURING 1999 AND 2000)

M cNeil Core samples from West Fork Swift Creek (T. Weaver, FWP Kalispell)
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methodology has been employed on
the West Fork (Weaver and Fraley
1991 citing others) from 1994
through 2003 (see FIGURE E-3 —
SUBSTRATE SCORE SAMPLES FROM THE
WEST FORK, 1994 THROUGH 2003
[NOT SURVEYED DURING 1995 AND
1998]). The Flathead Basin
Commission has subsequently
determined that streams with
substrate scores of 10 or 9 in
any given year were ‘“threatened”
or “impaired”, respectively, in
regards to bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout embryo
survival and juvenile rearing
habitat (Flathead Basin
Commission 1991). All of the
sample sets in FIGURE E-3 —
SUBSTRATE SCORE SAMPLES FROM

WEST FORK SWIFT CREEK, 1994
THROUGH 2003 (NOT SURVEYED
DURING 1995 AND 1998) show
substrate scores higher than 10,
and data also suggests that
overall habitat quality as it
relates to substrate
embeddedness is likely improving
over time.

The Wolman pebble count (Wolman
1954) is another method that can
be used to describe temporal
changes in substrate size
classes on the streambed
surface. Sample data from 2
collection sites on the West
Fork is only available for the
year 2001 (FIGURE E-4 — WOLMAN
PEBBLE COUNT RESULTS FROM THE
WEST FORK, 2001). The combined

FIGURE E-3 — SUBSTRATE SCORE SAMPLES FROM WEST FORK SWIFT CREEK, 1994 THROUGH
2003 (NOT SURVEYED DURING 1995 AND 1998)

Substrate Score samples from West Fork Swift Creek (T. Weaver, FWP Kalispell)
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percentage of substrates less
than 8 millimeter is 7.5
percent, which is considerably
lower than the results
calculated for the similar size
class in the McNeil core samples
(percentage of substrate less
than 6.35 millimeters ranges
from 31.0 to 33.7 percent).
This difference suggests that
there could be a greater level
of iInterstitial spaces in the
streambed surface gravel and
cobble substrates than may be
indicated by the McNeil core
data.

The final assessment of stream
sediment processes includes a

description of existing
streambank stability.

Streambank stability is a
measure of bank erosion rates
per stream length; temporal
changes in the rates can be used
as one indicator of potential
existing impacts to fish
habitats. Streambank stability
data for the West Fork is only
available for the year 2001
(TABLE E-2 — STREAMBANK
STABILITY RESULTS FROM THE WEST
FORK (KOOPAL 2001) and includes
all stream habitats from the
confluence with the East Fork
(river mile 0.00) in Section 3,
T33N, R23W, upstream through the
project area and to a point

TABLE E-2 — STREAMBANK STABILITY RESULTS FROM THE WEST FORK (KOOPAL 2001)

TOTAL | TOTAL LEFT | TOTAL RIGHT MEAN MEAN MEAN
~ | NUMBER BANK BANK PERCENT PERCENT PERCENT
HABITAT TYPE OF LENGTH LENGTH STABLE UNSTABLE | UNDERCUT

UNITS (FEET) (FEET) BANK BANK BANK
DMV 1 49.0 49.0 100.00 0.00 15.00
DMW 5 215.0 214.0 86.60 13.40 0.70
GLD 2 220.0 220.0 100.00 0.00 0.00
HGR 7 831.0 832.0 100.00 0.00 0.26
LGR 140 29,135.0 29,303.0 99.26 0.74 1.09
RUN 27 2,714.0 2,704.0 100.00 0.00 2.09
SLB 6 178.0 178.0 100.00 0.00 2.30
SLM 27 999.0 1,003.0 100.00 0.00 7.09
SLW 22 595.0 591.0 94.18 5.82 2.76
SMB 12 476.0 486.0 100.00 0.00 2.35
SMwW 10 324.0 329.0 99.17 0.83 6.26
SPB 2 71.0 75.0 100.00 0.00 3.08
SPW 38 1,016.0 1,011.0 97.83 2.17 5.01
STP 4 315.0 304.0 100.00 0.00 0.00
SUw 12 402.0 408.0 99.36 0.64 10.80

Totals 315 37,540.0 37,707.0

Mean 99.19 0.81 1.61

*DMV = main channel dammed pool caused by beaver

DMW = main channel dammed pool caused by large woody debris
GLD = glide, “HGR” = high gradient riffle

LGR = low gradient riffle

RUN = run

SLB = lateral scour pool formed by boulder

SLM = lateral scour pool formed by meander

SLW = lateral scour pool formed by large woody debris

SMB = mid-channel scour pool formed by boulder

SMW = mid-channel scour pool formed by large woody debris
SPB = plunge pool formed by boulder

SPW = plunge pool formed by large woody debris

STP = step-pool

SUW = underscour pool formed by large woody debris
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(river mile 7.13) in Section 12,
T34N, R24W. The protocol used
for collecting the streambank
stability data is outlined in
Overton et al (1997). Overall,
the results of this data set
show very high levels (99.19
percent) of streambank stability
throughout the project area.

McNeil core data indicates that
the substrates of known spawning
reaches are not “threatened’;
substrate scores describing
streambed substrate embeddedness
also indicate that known
spawning reaches are not
“threatened”, and Wolman pebble
counts suggest that there are
high levels of streambed
substrates in the gravel,
cobble, and boulder classes.
Additionally, a recent
streambank-stability assessment
shows very low levels of
potential streambank erosion.
Based on these observations,
there are no existing direct and
indirect impacts to bull trout
and westslope cutthroat trout
habitat as a result of sediment
in the West Fork.

Channel Forms

Two descriptions of channel
formation will also be used to
describe existing bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout
habitat in the West Fork:
Montgomery/Buffington
classification (Montgomery and
Buffington 1997) and R1/R4 Fish
Habitat Standard Inventory
(Overton et al 1997). The
stream formations of the West
Fork, from the confluence with
the East Fork (river mile 0.00)
in Section 3, T33N, R23W,
upstream through the project
area and to a point (river mile
7.13) iIn Section 12, T34N, R24W,
are broadly described as
exhibiting both “pool-riffle’
and “forced pool-riffle’
Montgomery/Buffington
classifications. The “forced

pool-riffle’ channel form is
generally a function of large-
woody-debris recruitment to the
bankfull area of the stream, and
both channel forms typically
have pool frequencies of 1:5 to
1:7, where the later ratio is
channel width (Montgomery and
Buffington 1997).

The R1/R4 Fish Habitat Standard
Inventory is a useful protocol
for describing existing
conditions and tracking temporal
changes in the relative
proportions of different stream
microhabitats used by bull
trout, westslope cutthroat
trout, and other native
fisheries. Inventory data for
the West Fork is only available
for the year 2001 (TABLE E-3 —
R1/R4 FISH HABITAT STANDARD
INVENTORY RESULTS FROM THE WEST
FORK [KOOPAL 2001]) and includes
all stream habitats from the
confluence with the East Fork
(river mile 0.00) in Section 3,
T33N, R23W, upstream through the
project area and to a point
(river mile 7.13) in Section 12,
T34N, R24W.

The R1/R4 Fish Habitat Standard
Inventory data from 2001
indicates that 56 percent of all
channel forms are nonpool
features (GLD, HGR, LGR, RUN),
and the remaining 44 percent of
all channel forms are pool
features. The relative numbers
of nonpool and pool channel
forms are roughly equivalent to
the mean quantity of habitat
area, which is 53 and 47
percent, respectively. On the
contrary, the mean quantity of
habitat volume in the West Fork
is 43 percent for nonpool
features and 57 percent for pool
features. Increasing amounts of
different pool habitats are
typically proportional to
increasing levels of bull trout
and westslope cutthroat trout
stream-habitat quality. As B
morphological type streams are
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TABLE E-3 — R1/R4 FISH HABITAT STANDARD

CREEK (KOOPAL 2001)

INVENTORY RESULTS FROM THE WEST FORK SWIFT

MEAN
TOTAL MEAN MEAN MEAN
HABITAT NUMBER HABITAT MEAN HABITAT MEAN HABITAT HABITAT
WIDTH WIDTH/DEPTH VOLUME
TYPE* OF LENGTH (FEET) DEPTH RATIO AREA (CUBIC
UNITS (FEET) (FEET) (SQUARE FEET) FEET)
DMV 1 49.0 19.5 0.68 28.68 955.5 649.7
DMW 5 41 .4 18.7 0.76 24 .90 772.2 586.0
GLD 2 110.0 13.7 0.52 32.55 1,509.0 777.6
HGR 7 118.4 14.1 0.54 27.91 1,669.2 894.5
LGR 140 208.0 17.2 0.52 35.94 3,568.7 1,873.5
RUN 27 107.5 17.1 0.65 29.37 1,838.0 1,194.2
SLB 6 29.3 16.4 0.79 20.91 479.7 377.8
SLM 27 36.5 16.0 0.83 21.07 584.7 483.6
SLW 22 26.0 17.9 0.84 24 .45 465.6 393.3
SMB 12 39.6 17.8 0.77 24 .17 702.6 539.0
SMW 10 31.8 19.5 0.72 29.70 620.6 447 .4
SPB 2 35.5 12.6 0.76 16.62 446.8 340.2
SPW 38 26.1 18.1 0.89 22 .56 471.8 418.6
STP 4 75.3 19.2 1.01 19.71 1,446.1 1,455.7
SUwW 12 33.1 20.3 0.86 25.26 671.0 575.1
Total 315
Mean 119.4 17.1 0.57 33.70 2,047.5 1,175.1

*DMV = main channel dammed pool caused by beaver
DMW

main channel dammed pool caused by large woody debris

GLD = glide

HGR = high gradient riffle

LGR = low gradient riffle

RUN = run

SLB = lateral scour pool formed by boulder

SLM = lateral scour pool formed by meander

SLW = lateral scour pool formed by large woody debris
SMB = mid-channel scour pool formed by boulder

SMW = mid-channel scour pool formed by large woody debris
SPB = plunge pool formed by boulder

SPW = plunge pool formed by large woody debris

STP = step-pool

SUW = underscour pool formed by large woody debris

generally riffle dominated
(Rosgen 1996), this data
indicates that the West Fork
likely provides an average
quantity of pool habitat within
the project area.

No specific conclusions
regarding trends in channel form
can be drawn from these current
observations, but this data will
be indispensable in future
habitat assessment and
monitoring efforts. Although
insufficient data is available
for describing existing trends
in channel forms, likely there
are no existing direct and

indirect impacts to bull trout
and westslope cutthroat trout
habitat as a result of channel
formations in the West Fork.

Large Woody Debris

Large woody debris is recruited
to the stream channel from
adjacent and upstream riparian
vegetation, and the material is
a critical component in the
formation of complex bull trout
and westslope cutthroat trout
habitat. All life stages of
bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout have been
observed closely associated with
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TABLE E-4 — LARGE-WOODY-DEBRIS COUNT RESULTS FROM THE WEST FORK (KOOPAL 2001)

TOTAL SINGLE PIECES AGGREGATES ROOT WADS
HABITAT |NUMBER NUMBER NUMBER| \ uvBER NUMBER
TYPE* OF |TOTAL| MEAN | PER | TOTAL | MEAN | PER oF | TOTAL | MEAN | PER
UNITS |NUMBERINUMBER| 100 | NUMBER |[NUMBER| 100 NUMBER| NUMBER 100
PI1ECES
FEET FEET FEET
DMV 1 1 1.0 2.0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
DMW 5 1 0.2 0.5 6 1.2 2.9 47 0 0.0 0.0
GLD 2 2 1.0 0.9 0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0
HGR 7 12 1.7 1.4 6 0.9 0.7 16 0 0.0 0.0
LGR 140 368 2.6 1.3 223 1.6 0.8 707 14 0.1 0.0
RUN 27 33 1.2 1.1 25 0.9 0.9 77 1 0.0 0.0
SLB 6 5 0.8 2.8 2 0.3 1.1 10 0 0.0 0.0
SLM 27 24 0.9 2.4 10 0.4 1.0 41 6 0.2 0.6
SLW 22 3 0.1 0.5 20 0.9 3.5 94 2 0.1 0.3
SMB 12 11 0.9 2.3 8 0.7 1.7 32 1 0.1 0.2
SMW 10 2 0.2 0.6 10 1.0 3.1 59 1 0.1 0.3
SPB 2 2 1.0 2.8 2 1.0 2.8 7 0 0.0 0.0
SPW 38 23 0.6 2.3 29 0.8 2.9 161 0 0.0 0.0
STP 4 3 0.8 1.0 5 1.3 1.7 58 0 0.0 0.0
SUw 12 6 0.5 1.5 13 1.1 3.3 51 1 0.1 0.3
Totals | 315 496 359 1,360 26
Mean 1.6 1.3 1.1 1.0 0.1 0.1
*DM = main channel dammed pool caused by beaver
DMW = main channel dammed pool caused by large woody debris
GLD = glide
HGR = high gradient riffle
LGR = low gradient riffle
RUN = run
SLB = lateral scour pool formed by boulder
SLM = lateral scour pool formed by meander
SLW = lateral scour pool formed by large woody debris
SMB = mid-channel scour pool formed by boulder
SMW = mid-channel scour pool formed by large woody debris
SPB = plunge pool formed by boulder
SPW = plunge pool formed by large woody debris
STP = step-pool
SUW = underscour pool formed by large woody debris
large woody debris in the Section 3, T33N, R23W, upstream
Flathead River basin (Platt through the project area and to
1984, Shepard et al 1984). a point (river mile 7.13) in
Large woody debris recruitment Section 12, T34N, R24W.
;ﬁtes EO :hthest Eort The mean large-woody-debris
b rgug qu d e PrOJ?C area gan count per 1,000 feet is
deb escr et using targe—woo %H_ calculated by dividing the sum
this data was collected during of the total number of single
2001 t R1/RA Fish 9 pieces, the number of pieces in
H b'tai gir da d 1 ;S each aggregate, and the total
abrta anaar nventory number of root wads by the total
(Overton et al 1997). (See len -
gth of all main-channel
TABLE E-4 — LARGE-WOODY-DEBRIS - -
habitat units (37,612.0 feet)
COUNT RESULTS FROM THE WEST FORK - -
surveyed during the inventory.
[KOOPAL 2001]). Large-woody- -
debri ts F the West Fork The mean large-woody-debris
debras counts tor e Wes or count per 1,000 feet in the West
include all stream habitats from - -
- Fork is 50 pieces per 1,000
the confluence with the East feet
Fork (river mile 0.00) in )
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Data from reference reaches
(Harrelson et al 1994) in the
Flathead River Basin region
indicate that the average amount
of large woody debris in
undisturbed “B” channel types
(Rosgen morphological stream
type) is 123 pieces per 1,000
feet plus or minus 57 percent
(Bower 2004). This data
suggests that existing amounts
of large woody debris in the
West Fork are below average when
compared to reference reaches in
the region with similar
morphological characteristics.

Moderate levels of riparian
harvests have occurred on the
West Fork during the 1950s.
These riparian harvests
primarily involved the
individual selection of larger
diameter trees in the riparian
zone throughout the existing
project area and did not include
clearcut methods in the riparian
zone. This past individual-
tree-selection harvest method
likely reduced the amount of
potentially recruitable large
woody debris to the West Fork
and could be associated with
existing below-average amounts
of large woody debris in the
stream. Consequently, there 1is
a low to moderate existing
direct and indirect impact to
bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout habitat as a
result of low levels of large-
woody-debris recruitment in the
West Fork.

Riparian Zone

The stream riparian area is
broadly defined as the interface
or linkage between the
terrestrial and aquatic zones,
and this area is critical for
regulating large-woody-debris
recruitment, thermal regimes,
stream nutrient inputs, and
water quality among other
variables (Hansen et al 1995).
This section will consider how

riparian-zone function, in
particular, is related to the
potential for large-woody-debris
recruitment. Studies of large-
woody-debris recruitment to the
stream channel suggest that the
primary zone of recruitment is
approximately equal to the
height of the tallest trees
growing in the riparian zone
(Robinson and Beschta 1990,
Bilby and Bisson 1998). The
site-potential tree height at
100 years is used to estimate
the extent of the primary zone
of large-woody-debris
recruitment for riparian areas
adjacent to proposed harvest
areas. Calculations of the
site-potential tree height for
riparian zones adjacent to
various proposed harvest areas
are displayed in TABLE E-5 —
CALCULATIONS OF SITE POTENTIAL
TREE HEIGHT AT 100 YEARS*.

As described in the previous
section, Large Woody Debris,
past individual-selection
harvesting has likely reduced
the amount of potentially
recruitable large woody debris
to the West Fork. This
selective harvest is known to
have occurred within those
riparian zones delineated by the
mean site-potential tree height
at 100 years in TABLE E-5 —
CALCULATIONS OF SITE-POTENTIAL
TREE HEIGHT AT 100 YEARS*.
Consequently, there are low to
moderate existing direct and
indirect impacts to bull trout
and westslope cutthroat trout
habitat as a result of riparian-
zone function in the West Fork.
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TABLE E-5 — CALCULATIONS OF SITE POTENTIAL TREE HEIGHT AT 100 YEARS*

MEAN SITE-
SITE-
POTENTIAL
SITE| POTENTIAL
ADJACENT] HEIGHT| AGE TREE HEIGHT
AREA STREAM SAMPLE| SPECIES (FEET)| (YEARS) INDE | TREE HEIGHT AT 100 REFERENCE
X |AT 100 YEARS
YEARS
(FEED (FEET)
11-H West 1A-1 | Englemann 68 75 50 75 USFS
Fork spruce INT-42
11-H West 1B-1 | Englemann 115 158 70 103 USFS
Fork spruce INT-42
11-H West 1B-2 | Englemann 98 138 60 88 USFS
Fork spruce INT-42
11-H West 2A-1 | Subalpine 84 70 40 110 USFS
Fork fir RN-71
11-H West 2A-2 Englemann 98 126 60 88 USFS
Fork spruce INT-42
11-H West 93
Fork
11-G West 3A-1 | Subalpine 48 65 30 91 USFS
Fork fir RN-71
11-G West 3B-1 | Englemann 65 100 40 63 USFS
Fork spruce INT-42
11-G West 3C-1 | Englemann 49 40 60 88 USFS
Fork spruce INT-42
11-G West 3D-1 | Subalpine 71 105 30 91 USFS
Fork fir RN-71
11-G West 83
Fork
11-P West 5A-1 | Subalpine 57 58 30 91 USFS
Fork fir RN-71
11-P West 5A-2 | Englemann 80 154 50 75 USFS
Fork spruce INT-42
11-P West 5B-1 | Subalpine 38 33 40 110 USFS
Fork fir RN-71
11-P West 5C-1 | Englemann 57 44 60 88 USFS
Fork spruce INT-42
11-P West 5C-2 | Subalpine 75 112 30 91 USFS
Fork fir RN-71
11-P West 91
Fork
11-C West 7A-1 | Subalpine 61 85 30 91 USFS
Fork fir RN-71
11-C West TA-2 Englemann 58 60 50 75 USFS
Fork spruce INT-42
11-C West 7B-1 | Englemann 58 63 50 75 USFS
Fork spruce INT-42
11-C West 7B-2 | Englemann 80 105 50 75 USFS
Fork spruce INT-42
11-C West 7C-1 | Subalpine 37 50 30 91 USFS
Fork fir RN-71
11-C West 81
Fork

*Samples were taken by DNRC personnel on 3/3/2004 and 3/4/2004.

trees with unimpeded growth at a distance of 50 feet from the bank-full slope break.

Samples were taken from random
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Stream Temperature

Stream temperature data for the
West Fork, available for only
2001 and 2003, is displayed in
TABLE E-6 — STREAM TEMPERATURE
DATA (CELCIUS) FOR THE WEST
FORK*. The “upper’ recording
station is located in the
northwest quarter of Section 29,
T34N, R23W, and the “lower’
recording station is located in
the southwest quarter of Section
34, T34N, R23W. Data indicates
that the annual mean weekly
maximum temperature at the upper
recording station is relatively
stable (11.3 degrees Celsius
during 2001 and 2003.) Data
also iIndicates that the mean
weekly maximum temperature at
the lower recording station is
more variable than the upper
station (11.6 to 13.2 degrees
Celsius during 2001 and 2003).
During the 2 seasons of record,
the average change iIn stream
temperature through the lower
half of the project area ranged
from 0.3 to 1.9 degrees Celsius.

In respect to bull trout, the
temperature ranges described in
TABLE D-6 — STREAM TEMPERATURE
DATA (CELCIUS) FOR THE WEST
FORK* are at the upper end of
the species” tolerances as
observed in various studies.
Fraley and Shepard (1989) rarely
observed juvenile bull trout in
streams exceeding 15 degrees

Celsius. Gamett (2002) did not
find bull trout where maximum
stream temperatures exceeded 20
degrees Celsius. Reiman and
Chandler (1999) found that bull
trout are most frequently
observed iIn streams having
summer maximum temperatures of
approximately 13 to 14 degrees
Celsius.

No specific conclusions
regarding stream temperature
trends in the West Fork can be
drawn from these current
observations, but this data will
be indispensable in future
habitat assessment and
monitoring efforts. Although
insufficient data is available
for describing existing trends
in stream temperature, no
existing direct and indirect
impacts to bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout
habitat are likely as a result
of stream temperature in the
West Fork.

Connectivity

Currently, 2 bridge crossings of
the West Fork are in the project
area iIn Sections 29 and 34,
T34N, R23W. These crossings
provide full passage of all life
stages of bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout. No
naturally occurring or manmade
barriers to either trout exist
on the West Fork in the project
area.

TABLE E-6 — STREAM TEMPERATURE DATA (CELCIUS) FOR THE WEST FORK*

SEASONAL DAYS DAYS
SITE ?ﬁeﬁﬁnﬁk MAXIMUM CHANGE AJE&XEES GREATER GREATER
NAME IN TEMPERATURE IgAg IgAg
DATE VALUE DATE VALUE DATE MAXTMUM CELSIUS CELSIUS
West Fork 08/07/01 |11.8 |07/07/01 | 6.4 08709701 11.3 36 0
2001 - Upper
West Fork 08/07/01 |14.1 |08/06/01 | 8.2 08/09/01 13.2 61 0
2001 - Lower
West Fork 07/23/03 |11.7 |07/18/03 | 5.9 07/22/03 11.3 35 0
2003 - Upper
West Fork 07/23/03 |12.1 |07/18/03 | 6.0 07/21/03 11.6 40 0
2003 - Lower
*Samples obtained by DNRC hydrologists using Stowaway (Onset Corporation) data loggers.
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There are no existing direct and
indirect impacts to bull trout
and westslope cutthroat trout
habitat as a result of
disconnectivity on the West
Fork.

Summary of West Fork Existing
Conditions

The entire West Fork watershed,
including subbasins, has undergone
extensive, but irregular timber
harvesting through much of the
past century, up to approximately
20 years ago. Existing,
nonspecific pressures on bull
trout and westslope cutthroat
trout may include past upland or
riparian timber harvesting and
secondary road construction. The
potential existing impacts from
these past events may include
increased sedimentation, increased
peak flows, modifications of the
hydrograph, and reduced large-
woody-debris recruitment and
channel stability (Montana Bull
Trout Scientific Group 1995, USFWS
2002b). In the West Fork, an
estimated 3 percent increase in
the flow regime may be resulting
in a modified hydrograph, and
reduced large-woody-debris
recruitment has been observed.

Moderate levels of riparian
harvests have occurred on the West
Fork during the 1950s. This
riparian harvest primarily
involved the individual selection
of larger diameter trees in the
riparian zone throughout the
existing project area and did not
include clearcut methods in the
riparian zone. This past
individual-selection harvest
method likely reduced the amount
of potentially recruitable large
woody debris to the West Fork and
could be associated with the
existing below-average amounts of
large woody debris in the stream
(see West Fork Bull Trout and
Westslope Cutthroat Trout Habitat
— Large Woody Debris). This
riparian canopy removal may also

have led to temporarily increased
stream temperatures as a result of
increased incoming direct solar
energy, but to accurately qualify
the extent of this potential past
impact is not possible.
Nonetheless, this specific pattern
of past riparian management
collectively constitutes low past
and present impacts to bull trout
and westslope cutthroat trout in
the West Fork.

No data is available regarding
recreational fishing pressure on
bull trout and westslope cutthroat
trout in the West Fork (MFISH
2004); therefore, these potential
past and present impacts are
likely very low.

The existing road system in the
project area has been assessed for
specific sources of sedimentation
to streams in the West Fork
watershed. Estimates indicate
that approximately 25.5 tons per
year of road material (sediment)
are contributed to streams in the
West Fork watershed by the
existing road system (see APPENDIX
C — WATERSHED AND HYDROLOGY
ANALYSIS) .

Overall, low to moderate
collective past and present
impacts to bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout are
likely in the West Fork as a
result of the existing conditions
described above.

STRYKER CREEK

Stryker Creek is a third-order
stream and the entire reach within
the project area is considered
fish bearing.

Stryker Creek Bull Trout and Westslope
Cutthroat Trout Populations

e Presence

Very little fisheries data is
available for Stryker Creek and
no known fisheries surveys have
been conducted on the creek.
Although this subbasin is not
typically utilized by bull trout
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as spawning habitat for disjunct
populations associated with
Whitefish and Upper Whitefish
lakes, a possibility exists that
the lower reaches of the stream
are utilized as short-term
rearing habitat by juvenile bull
trout that later become
adfluvial or fluvial life forms.
Also, the lower reaches of the
stream could possibly be
utilized to some degree by
resident bull trout.

Westslope cutthroat trout are
known to exist in Stryker Creek;
however, the degree to which
westslope cutthroat trout
utilize the stream is not well
studied. Stryker Creek most
certainly provides some level of
spawning and rearing habitat to
resident westslope cutthroat
trout and, possibly, adfluvial
and fluvial life forms
associated with Whitefish and
Upper Whitefish lakes.

Due to the lack of historic and
comparable population-presence
data, there are no apparent
existing direct and indirect
impacts to bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout
population presence in Stryker
Creek.

Genetics

Information regarding the
existing conditions of bull
trout genetics in Stryker Creek
is the same as that for the West
Fork — see West Fork Bull Trout
and Western Cutthroat Trout
Populations — Genetics).

Site-specific information from
DFWP regarding westslope
cutthroat trout genetics in
Stryker Creek is unavailable. A
DFWP genetic survey in 1984 of
26 westslope cutthroat trout
from the West Fork found the
subspecies slightly introgressed
with rainbow trout. The genetic
purity of westslope cutthroat
trout was determined at that

time to be 97.4 percent (MFISH
2004). A possibility exists
that genetic introgression among
individual westslope cutthroat
trout from the West Fork has
spread upstream into Stryker
Creek. Conversely, there is the
possibility of a remnant
population of westslope
cutthroat trout in the upstream
reaches of Stryker Creek that
may be genetically pure.

Due to the possibility of bull
trout and brook trout
hybridization and the occurrence
of introgressed westslope
cutthroat trout, existing low to
moderate direct and indirect
impacts to bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout
population genetics in Stryker
Creek are possible.

Stryker Creek Bull Trout and Westslope
Cutthroat Trout Habitat

Flow Regime

Flow regime is the range of
discharge frequencies and
intensities iIn a specific
watershed that occur throughout
the year. The analysis of
hydrologic data for the Stryker
Creek subbasin indicates that
the existing average flow regime
for the stream is approximately
3.3 percent above the range of
naturally occurring conditions,
which is primarily a result of
past forest crown removal. The
range of naturally occurring
conditions is considered
representative of those flow
regimes in a fully forested,
mature (20 to 30 years old)
watershed.

Changes in flow regime can
affect bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout through
modifications of stream
morphology, sediment budget,
streambank stability, stream
temperature ranges, and channel
formations. There is likely no
detectable existing impact on
these specific habitat
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characteristics as a result of
the estimated 3.3 percent
increase in flow regime.

Changes in flow regime have been
know to affect bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout
spawning migration, habitat
available for spawning, and
embryo survival; for this reason
there is a very low potential
for direct and indirect impacts
to bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout as a result of
flow-regime modifications in
Stryker Creek.

Sediment

Field surveys of Stryker Creek
within the project area have
found the Rosgen stream
morphological type to be B3;
this iIs characteristic of
cobble-dominated channels with
lesser amounts of gravels,
boulders, and sands (Rosgen
1996). Stream gradients range
primarily from 4 to 6 percent.
Pfankuch (1978) stream-stability
scores from reaches within the
project area range from 73 to
76, which i1s considered fair for
B3 stream types.

Based on these observations,
existing direct and indirect
impacts to bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout
habitat are not likely as a
result of sediment in Stryker
Creek.

Channel Forms

Descriptions of channel
formation that can be used to
describe existing bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout
habitat in Stryker Creek are the
Montgomery/Buffington
classification (Montgomery and
Buffington 1997) and R1/R4 Fish
Habitat Standard Inventory
(Overton et al 1997). The
stream formations of Stryker
Creek, from the confluence with
the West Fork (river mile 0.00)
in Section 29, T34N, R23W,

upstream through the project
area and to a point (river mile
1.45) in Section 19, T34N, R24Ww,
is broadly described as a
transitional zone between
“forced pool-riffle’ and “plane-
bed” classifications to “forced
step-pool” and “step-pool’
classifications, respectively.
The “forced pool-riffle’ and
“forced step-pool” channel forms
are generally a function of
large-woody-debris recruitment
to the bankfull area of the
stream. The “forced pool-
riffle” channel form typically
has pool frequencies of 1:5 to
1:7, where the later ratio is
channel width, and gradients
less than 3 percent (Montgomery
and Buffington 1997). Both
“step-pool” channel forms
typically have pool frequencies
of 1:1 to 1:4, where the later
ratio is channel width, and
gradients of 3 to 8 percent
(Montgomery and Buffington
1997). The “plane bed” channel
form typically does not have
pools and generally occurs in
gradients of 1 to 4 percent
(Montgomery and Buffington
1997).

R1/R4 Fish Habitat Standard
Inventory (Overton et al 1997)
is not available for Stryker
Creek within the project area.

Although insufficient data is
available for describing
existing trends in channel
forms, no existing direct and
indirect impacts to bull trout
and westslope cutthroat trout
habitat are likely as a result
of channel formations in Stryker
Creek.

Large Woody Debris

Large woody debris is recruited
to the stream channel from
adjacent and upstream riparian
vegetation; this material is a
critical component in the
formation of complex bull trout
and westslope cutthroat trout
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habitat. All life stages of
bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout have been
observed closely associating
with large woody debris in the
Flathead River basin (Platt
1984, Shepard et al 1984).
Large-woody-debris recruitment
rates to Stryker Creek
throughout the project area can
be described using large-woody-
debris counts per stream length;
this data was collected during a
survey in June 2004 using the
protocol described in Overton et
al 1997. Two separate 1,000-
foot, large-woody-debris survey
sections were located on Stryker
Creek adjacent to proposed
Harvest Area 11-P; the mean
large-woody-debris count per
1,000 feet in Stryker Creek was
determined to be 131 pieces.

Data from reference reaches
(Harrelson et al 1994) in the
Flathead River basin region
indicate that the average amount
of large woody debris in
undisturbed “B” channel types
(Rosgen morphological stream
type) is 123 pieces per 1,000
feet, plus or minus 57 percent
(Bower 2004). This data
suggests that existing amounts
of large woody debris in Stryker
Creek are average when compared
to reference reaches in the
region with similar
morphological characteristics.

Consequently, there are no
direct and indirect impacts to
bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout habitat as a
result of large-woody-debris
recruitment in Stryker Creek.

Riparian Zone

Proposed Harvest Area I1-P is
the only area immediately
adjacent to Stryker Creek. The
site-potential tree height in
the riparian zone of this
proposed harvest area was
calculated for the West Fork.
The watershed proximity and the

similarity of stand types and
growth conditions is sufficient
enough that the site-potential
tree-height values for the West
Fork can be applied to Stryker
Creek within proposed Harvest
Area 11-P. Therefore, the site-
potential tree height at 100
years for this riparian zone is
determined to be 91 feet (TABLE
E-5 — CALCULATIONS OF SITE-
POTENTIAL TREE HEIGHT AT 100
YEARS*) .

There are no existing direct and
indirect impacts to bull trout
and westslope cutthroat trout
habitat as a result of riparian-
zone function adjacent to
Stryker Creek.

Stream Temperature

Stream-temperature data is not
available for Stryker Creek
within the project area.
Although Stryker Creek is quite
similar to the West Fork in
respect to many environmental
conditions, stream temperature
conditions and data generally
can be moderately variable
between subbasins.

Although sufficient data is
unavailable for describing
existing trends in stream
temperature, no existing direct
and indirect impacts to bull
trout and westslope cutthroat
trout habitat are likely as a
result of stream temperature in
Stryker Creek.

Connectivity

Currently, 1 bridge crosses
Stryker Creek in the northeast
quarter of Section 30, T34N,
R23W, of the project area.
Although this bridge is a
failing native-material
structure, this crossing
provides full passage of all
life stages of bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout. No
naturally occurring or manmade
barriers to bull trout or
westslope cutthroat trout are on
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Stryker Creek in the project
area.

There are no existing direct and
indirect impacts to bull trout
and westslope cutthroat trout
habitat as a result of
disconnectivity on Stryker
Creek.

Summary of Stryker Creek Existing
Conditions

The entire Stryker Creek watershed
has undergone extensive, but
irregular timber harvesting
through much of the past century,
up to approximately 20 years ago.
Existing, nonspecific pressures on
bull trout and westslope cutthroat
trout may include past upland or
riparian timber harvesting and
secondary road construction. The
potential existing impacts from
these past events may include
increased sedimentation, increased
peak flows, modifications of the
hydrograph, and reduced large-
woody-debris recruitment and
channel stability (Montana Bull
Trout Scientific Group 1995, USFWS
2002b). In Stryker Creek, an
estimated 3.3 percent increase in
the flow regime may be resulting
in a modified hydrograph.

No data is available regarding
recreational fishing pressure on
bull trout and westslope cutthroat
trout in Stryker Creek (MFISH
2004); therefore, these potential
past and present Impacts are
likely very low.

The existing road system in the
project area has been assessed for
specific sources of sedimentation
to streams iIn the Stryker Creek
watershed. Estimates indicate
that approximately 2.8 tons per
year of road material (sediment)
are contributed to streams iIn the
Stryker Creek watershed by the
existing road system (see APPENDIX
C — WATERSHED AND HYDROLOGY
ANALYSIS).

Overall, low collective past and
present impacts to bull trout and

westslope cutthroat trout are
likely iIn Stryker Creek as a
result of the existing conditions
described above.

JOHNSON CREEK

Johnson Creek is a third-order
stream and the entire reach within
the project area is considered
fish bearing. A variable portion
of the lower reach immediately
above the confluence with the West
Fork exhibits discontinuous,
subterrain flows during low-flow
periods of the year.

Johnson Creek Bull Trout and Westslope
Cutthroat Trout Populations

e Presence

Limited fisheries data is
available for Johnson Creek, and
no known fisheries population
surveys have been conducted on
the stream. Although this
subbasin is not likely utilized
by bull trout as spawning
habitat for disjunct populations
associated with Whitefish and
Upper Whitefish lakes, the lower
perennial reaches of the stream
are possibly utilized as short-
term rearing habitat by juvenile
bull trout that later become
adfluvial or fluvial life forms.
Also, the lower perennial
reaches of the stream could
possibly be utilized to some
degree by resident bull trout.

Westslope cutthroat trout are
known to exist in Johnson Creek;
however, the degree to which
westslope cutthroat trout
utilize the stream is not well
studied. Johnson Creek most
certainly provides some level of
spawning and rearing habitat to
resident westslope cutthroat
trout and possibly adfluvial and
fluvial life forms associated
with Whitefish and Upper
Whitefish lakes.

Due to the lack of historic and
comparable population-presence
data, there are no apparent
existing direct and indirect
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impacts to bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout
population presence in Johnson
Creek.

Genetics

Information regarding the
existing conditions of bull
trout genetics in Johnson Creek
is the same as that for the West
Fork (see West Fork Bull Trout
and Westslope Cutthroat Trout
Populations - Genetics).

A 1992 DFWP genetic survey of 52
westslope cutthroat trout from
Johnson Creek (river mile 1.2 to
1.3) found the subspecies
slightly introgressed with
Yellowstone cutthroat trout.

The genetic purity of westslope
cutthroat trout was determined
at that time to be 98.9 percent
(MFISH 2004). A later (1998)
DFWP genetic survey of 3
westslope cutthroat trout from
an upstream reach of Johnson
Creek (river mile 2.0 to 2.1)
found samples to be genetically
pure. The possibility exists
that the genetic introgression
that has occurred among the
westslope cutthroat trout
population within the reach of
river mile 1.2 to 1.3 has since
spread further upstream into
Johnson Creek. Conversely, the
possibility also exists that the
population representing
genetically pure specimens of
westslope cutthroat trout in
upstream reaches of Johnson
Creek may remain genetically
isolated.

Due to the possibility of bull
trout and brook trout
hybridization and the known
occurrence of introgressed
westslope cutthroat trout, there
are possible existing low to
moderate direct and indirect
impacts to bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout
population genetics in Johnson
Creek.

Johnson Creek Bull Trout and Westslope
Cutthroat Trout Habitat

Flow Regime

Flow regime is the range of
discharge frequencies and
intensities in a specific
watershed that occur throughout
the year. The analysis of
hydrologic data for the Johnson
Creek subbasin indicates that
the existing average flow regime
for the stream is approximately
3.5 percent above the range of
naturally occurring conditions
(see APPENDIX C — WATERSHED AND
HYDROLOGY ANALYSIS), which is
primarily a result of past
forest crown removal. The range
of naturally occurring
conditions is considered
representative of those flow
regimes in a fully forested,
mature (20 to 30 years old)
watershed.

Changes in flow regime can
affect bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout through
modifications of stream
morphology, sediment budget,
streambank stability, stream
temperature ranges, and channel
formations. There is likely no
detectable existing impact on
these specific habitat
characteristics as a result of
the estimated 3.5 percent
increase in flow regime.

Changes in flow regime have been
known to affect bull trout and
westslope cutthroat spawning
migration, habitat available for
spawning, and embryo survival;
for this reason, there is a very
low potential for direct and
indirect impacts to bull trout
and westslope cutthroat trout as
a result of flow regime
modifications in Johnson Creek.

Sediment

Field surveys of the reach of
Johnson Creek adjacent to
proposed Harvest Area I11-C and
within the project area have
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found the overall Rosgen stream
morphological type to be B4;
this iIs characteristic of
gravel-dominated channels, with
lesser amounts of cobbles,
boulders, and sands (Rosgen
1996). The stream gradient in
this reach is approximately 3
percent. The Pfankuch (1978)
stream stability score for this
reach is 79, which is considered
fair for B4 stream types.

Based on these observations, no
existing direct and indirect
impacts to bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout
habitat are likely as a result
of sediment in Johnson Creek.

Channel Forms

Descriptions of channel
formation that can be used to
describe existing bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout
habitat in Johnson Creek are the
Montgomery/Buffington
classification (Montgomery and
Buffington 1997) and R1/R4 Fish
Habitat Standard Inventory
(Overton et al 1997). The
stream formations of Johnson
Creek, from the confluence with
the West Fork (river mile 0.00)
in Section 3, T33N, R23W,
upstream through the project
area and to a point (river mile
1.46) in the southwest quarter
of Section 32, T34N, R23W, 1is
broadly described as exhibiting
both “pool-riffle’ and “forced
pool-riffle”
Montgomery/Buffington
classifications. The “forced
pool-riffle” channel form is
generally a function of large-
woody-debris recruitment to the
bankfull area of the stream, and
both channel forms typically
have pool frequencies of 1:5 to
1:7, where the later ratio is
channel width (Montgomery and
Buffington 1997). The stream
formations of Johnson Creek,
from river mile 1.46 upstream
through the project area and to

a point (river mile 3.05) in
Section 31, T34N, R23W, 1is
broadly described as exhibiting
“step-pool”, “forced step-pool’,
and some “cascade’
Montgomery/Buffington
classifications. Both “step-
pool” and “forced step-pool”’
channel forms typically have
pool frequencies of 1:1 to 1:4,
where the later ratio is channel
width, and gradients of 3 to 8
percent (Montgomery and
Buffington 1997). The “cascade’
channel form typically has pool
frequencies of 1:<1, where the
later ratio is channel width,
and gradients of 4 to 20 percent
(Montgomery and Buffington
1997).

R1/R4 Fish Habitat Standard
Inventory (Overton et al 1997)
is not available for Johnson
Creek within the project area.

Although sufficient data is
unavailable for describing
existing trends in channel
forms, no existing direct and
indirect impacts to bull trout
and westslope cutthroat trout
habitat are likely as a result
of channel formations in Johnson
Creek.

Large Woody Debris

Large-woody-debris count data is
not available for Johnson Creek
within the project area.
Although Johnson Creek is a
lower-order tributary to the
West Fork, existing large-woody-
debris counts within the project
area are likely quite similar to
those in the West Fork. This is
probably attributed to watershed
proximity, similar stand types
and growth conditions, and
similar soil and geologic
conditions.

Therefore, although sufficient
data i1s unavailable to
specifically describe existing
conditions of large woody debris
in Johnson Creek, low to
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moderate existing direct and
indirect impacts to bull trout
and westslope cutthroat trout
habitat are likely as a result
of the low levels of large-
woody-debris recruitment.

Riparian Zone

Proposed Harvest Area I11-C is
the only area immediately
adjacent to Johnson Creek.
Specific calculations of the
site-potential tree height in
the riparian zone adjacent to
this proposed harvest area are
not available. However, the
site-potential tree height in
the riparian zone of this
proposed harvest area was
calculated for the West Fork.
There is sufficient watershed
proximity and similarity of
stand types and growth
conditions that the site-
potential tree-height values for
the West Fork can be applied to
Johnson Creek within proposed
Harvest Area 11-C. Therefore,
the site-potential tree height
at 100 years for this riparian
zone iIs determined to be 81 feet
(TABLE E-5 — CALCULATIONS OF
SITE-POTENTIAL TREE HEIGHT AT
100 YEARS*).

There are likely no existing
direct and indirect impacts to
bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout habitat as a
result of riparian-zone function
adjacent to Johnson Creek.

Stream Temperature

Stream-temperature data is not
available for Johnson Creek
within the project area.
Although Johnson Creek is quite
similar to the West Fork in
respect to many environmental
conditions, stream temperature
conditions and data generally
can be moderately variable
between subbasins.

Although insufficient data is
available for describing
existing trends In stream

temperature, no existing direct
and indirect impacts to bull
trout and westslope cutthroat
trout habitat are likely as a
result of stream temperature in
Johnson Creek.

Connectivity

Currently 1 culvert crossing and
3 bridge crossings exist on
Johnson Creek in the project
area. The culvert is located in
the southeast quarter of Section
33, T34N, R23W, and the bridges
are located in the southeast
quarter of Section 32, the
southwest quarter of Section 32,
and the southeast quarter of
Section 31, all in T32N, R23W.
The 3 bridge crossings provide
full passage of all life stages
of bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout.

A variable portion of the lower
reach immediately above the
confluence with the West Fork
exhibits discontinuous,
subterrain flows during low-flow
periods of the year. With
discontinuous flow, this reach
acts as a naturally occurring
seasonal barrier to bull trout
and westslope cutthroat trout
migration. Bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout
passage through this reach is
most likely possible only during
runoff or other bankfull flow
events.

The culvert on Johnson Creek
within the project area is
located on the lower reach with
discontinuous flow. This
culvert was surveyed during 2003
as part of the DNRC Fish Passage
Assessment Project; information
collected during that survey was
used to model seasonal low and
high flows, along with juvenile
and adult cutthroat trout
passage through the structure
using FishXing software (1999).
The results of those modeling
efforts indicate that the
culvert is an upstream migration

Page E-26

West Fork of Swift Creek Timber Sale Project FEIS




barrier to juveniles and most
adult westslope cutthroat trout.
Only those adults capable of
attaining burst swim speeds of
9.75 feet per second for 7.5
seconds are likely able to
migrate upstream through the
culvert during low to bankfull
flows. These results are likely
representative of bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout swim
performances and suggest that
only a portion of the strongest
swimming adults are able to
migrate upstream through the
structure.

Due to very limited upstream
migration potential through the
culvert located in the lower
reach with seasonal,
discontinuous flow, there is a
moderate existing direct and
indirect impact to bull trout
and westslope cutthroat trout
habitat as a result of
disconnectivity on Johnson
Creek.

Johnson Creek Existing Cumulative
Impacts

The entire Johnson Creek watershed
has undergone extensive, but
irregular, timber harvesting
through much of the past century,
up to approximately 20 years ago.
Existing, nonspecific pressures on
bull trout and westslope cutthroat
trout may include past upland or
riparian timber harvesting and
secondary road construction. The
potential existing impacts from
these past events may include
increased sedimentation, increased
peak flows, modifications of the
hydrograph, and reduced large-
woody-debris recruitment and
channel stability (Montana Bull
Trout Scientific Group 1995, USFWS
2002b).

Moderate levels of riparian
harvesting have occurred on
Johnson Creek during the previous
harvest period described above.
This riparian harvest primarily
involved the individual selection

of larger-diameter trees in the
riparian zone throughout the
existing project area and did not
include clearcut methods in the
riparian zone. This past
individual-tree-selection harvest
method likely reduced the amount of
potentially recruitable large woody
debris to Johnson Creek and could
be associated with possible below-
average amounts of large woody
debris in the stream (see West Fork
Bull Trout and Westslope Cutthroat
Trout Habitat — Large Woody Debris
under Stryker Creek). This
riparian canopy removal may also
have led to temporarily increased
stream temperatures as a result of
increased incoming direct solar
energy, but to accurately qualify
the extent of this potential past
impact is not possible.
Nonetheless, this specific pattern
of past riparian management
collectively constitutes low past
and present impacts to bull trout
and westslope cutthroat trout in
Johnson Creek.

No data is available regarding
recreational fishing pressure on
bull trout and westslope cutthroat
trout in Johnson Creek (MFISH
2004); therefore, potential past
and present impacts are likely very
low.

The existing road system in the
project area has been assessed for
specific sources of sedimentation
to streams in the Johnson Creek
watershed. Estimates indicate that
approximately 5.2 tons per year of
road material (sediment) are
contributed to streams in the
Johnson Creek watershed by the
existing road system (see APPENDIX
C — WATERSHED AND HYDROLOGY
ANALYSIS).

Overall, low to moderate collective
past and present impacts to bull
trout and westslope cutthroat trout
are likely in Johnson Creek as a
result of the existing conditions
described above.
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ALTERNATIVE EFFECTS

DIRECT AND

INDIRECT EFFECTS FOR THE

WEST FORK, STRYKER CREEK, AND
JOHNSON CREEK

Bull Trout and Westslope Cutthroat Trout
Populations

~ Presence

Direct and Indirect Effects of NVo-Action
Alternative A

This no-action alternative would
not be expected to have any
direct or indirect impacts to
bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout population
presence iIn the West Fork or
Stryker or Johnson creeks beyond
those described under EXISTING
CONDITIONS.

Direct and Indirect Effects of Action
Alternative B

The existing conditions describe
confirmed bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout
presence in the West Fork and
Johnson Creek and the likely
presence of one or both species
in Stryker Creek. Redd count
and estimated population data
from the West Fork indicate that
habitat utilization specific to
this stream is variable for both
bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout. It is
reasonable to assume that
relatively proportionate levels
of variability in habitat
utilization also occur in
Stryker and Johnson creeks.

Action Alternative B would not
involve direct or indirect
impacts to any specific bull
trout or westslope cutthroat
trout populations in the project
area. Therefore, Action
Alternative B would have no
direct or indirect impact to
bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout population
presence iIn the West Fork or
Stryker and Johnson creeks
beyond those described under
EXISTING CONDITIONS.

Diirect and Indirect Effects of Action
Alternative C

Direct and indirect impacts to
bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout population
presence as a result of Action
Alternative C are expected to be
the same as those described for
Action Alternative B.

~ Genetics

Direct and Indirect Effects of No-.dction
Alternative A

No-Action Alternative A would
not be expected to have any
direct or indirect impacts to
bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout population
genetics in the West Fork or
Stryker and Johnson creeks
beyond those described under
Existing Conditions.

Direct and Indirect Effects of Action
Alternative B

The eastern brook trout may
negatively affect bull trout
population genetics in the West
Fork and Stryker and Johnson
creeks through hybridization, as
described in the EXISTING
CONDITIONS. However, the
introduction, migration, and
spawning behavior of nonnative
eastern brook trout and the
consequent population biological
interactions with bull trout are
beyond the control and
regulatory jurisdiction of DNRC
land-management activities.

Different strains of nonnative
and historic hatchery rainbow
trout may hybridize with
westslope cutthroat trout, which
can introduce long-term genetic
introgression to pure westslope
cutthroat trout populations in
the West Fork and Stryker and
Johnson creeks. The genetic
introgression of westslope
cutthroat trout may also arise
from hybridization with
Yellowstone cutthroat trout,
through either local
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introduction of the subspecies
or residual introgression
introduced by westslope
cutthroat trout that may have
originally come from historic
cutthroat trout hatcheries.
Introgression, in general,
negatively affects genetically
pure westslope cutthroat trout,
and, as described in EXISTING
CONDITIONS, this is known to
have occurred at a minimum in
the West Fork and Johnson Creek
(MFISH 2004). However, the
introduction, migration, and
spawning behavior of nonnative
rainbow trout and the consequent
population biological
interactions with westslope
cutthroat trout are beyond the
control and regulatory
jurisdiction of DNRC land-
management activities.
Additionally, the genetic
pathway within westslope
cutthroat trout populations of
genes specific to Yellowstone
cutthroat trout is also beyond
the control of DNRC land-
management activities.

Therefore, Action Alternative B
would not be expected to have
any direct or indirect impacts
to bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout population
genetics in the West Fork or
Stryker and Johnson creeks
beyond those described under
EXISTING CONDITIONS.

Direct and Indirect Effects of Action
Alternative C

Direct and indirect
environmental effects of Action
Alternative C to bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout
population genetics would be
expected to be the same as those
described for Action Alternative
B.

~ Flow Regime

Direct and Indirect Effects of No-Action
Alternative A

No-Action Alternative A would
not be expected to have any
direct or indirect impacts to
the flow-regime component of
bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout habitat in the
West Fork or Stryker and Johnson
creeks beyond those described
under EXISTING CONDITIONS.

Direct and Indirect Effects of Action
Alternative B

Changes in flow regime can
affect bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout spawning
migration, spawning behavior,
potential spawning habitat, and
embryo survival through
modifications of stream
morphology, sediment budget,
streambank stability, stream
temperature ranges, and channel
formations. An analysis of
potential actions related to
Action Alternative B indicates
that water yields would increase
from approximately 3.4 percent
(existing conditions) to
approximately 6.0 percent in the
West Fork, approximately 3.3
percent (existing conditions) to
approximately 4.1 percent in
Stryker Creek, and approximately
3.5 percent (existing
conditions) to approximately 3.9
percent in Johnson Creek (see
APPENDIX C — WATERSHED AND
HYDROLOGY ANALYSIS).

The range of potential water-
yield increases to streams with
bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout habitat in the
project area is approximately
from 0.4 percent to 2.6 percent.
With respect to those existing
conditions described earlier,
these potential modifications of
flow regimes as a result of
Action Alternative B are
expected to have negligible, if
any, direct and indirect impacts
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Bull Trout and Westslope Cutthroat Trout
Habitat

to bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout in the West Fork

and Stryker and Johnson creeks. - Sediment

Direct and Indirect Effects of Action
Alternative C

Changes in flow regime can
affect bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout spawning
migration, spawning behavior,
potential spawning habitat, and
embryo survival through
modifications of stream
morphology, sediment budget,
streambank stability, stream
temperature ranges, and channel
formations. An analysis of
potential actions related to
Action Alternative C indicate
that water yields would increase
from approximately 3.4 percent
(existing conditions) to
approximately 5.0 percent in
the West Fork, approximately 3.3
percent (existing conditions) to
approximately 3.5 percent in
Stryker Creek, and approximately
3.5 percent (existing
conditions) to approximately 3.7
percent in Johnson Creek (see
APPENDIX C — WATERSHED AND
HYDROLOGY ANALYSIS).

The range of potential water
yield increases to streams with
bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout habitat in the
project area is approximately
0.2 percent to approximately 1.6
percent. With respect to those
existing conditions described
earlier, these potential
modifications of flow regimes as
a result of Action Alternative C
are expected to have negligible,
if any, direct and indirect
impacts to bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout in the
West Fork and Stryker and
Johnson creeks.

Direct and Indirect Effects of No-Action
Alternative A

No-Action Alternative A would
not be expected to have any
direct or indirect impacts to
the sediment component of bull
trout and westslope cutthroat
trout habitat in the West Fork
or Stryker and Johnson creeks
beyond those described under
EXISTING CONDITIONS.

Diirect and Indirect Effects of Action
Alternative B

Modifications of stream sediment
size classes, especially with
trends toward fine size classes,
could adversely affect bull
trout and westslope cutthroat
trout in the project area by
reducing the quality of spawning
habitat, in-stream cover,
rearing habitat, and wintering
habitat. Increased levels of
fine sediments can be introduced
to the stream system from
various sources, including bank
erosion due to stream channel
instability, road features, and
adjacent timber-harvesting
operations.

Data from APPENDIX C — WATERSHED
AND HYDROLOGY ANALYSIS in this
EIS indicates that the range of
potential water-yield increases
as a result of Action
Alternative B is generally
insufficient to facilitate the
development of unstable stream
channels.

APPENDIX C — WATERSHED AND
HYDROLOGY ANALYSIS also
indicates that road improvements
associated with Action
Alternative B would reduce
sedimentation to the West Fork
and Stryker Creek by
approximately 4.2 tons per year
and by approximately 2.7 tons
per year to Johnson Creek. Road
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improvement activities that
remove or mitigate potential
sediment sources may have
temporary, unavoidable, and
short-term impacts to the
sediment component of streams
(see APPENDIX C — WATERSHED AND
HYDROLOGY ANALYSIS), which may
correspond to a minor, short-
term impact to bull trout or
westslope cutthroat trout.
However, these road improvements
would provide a long-term, net-
positive Iimpact to bull trout
and westslope cutthroat trout
habitat in respect to sediment.

Timber harvesting operations
adjacent to the West Fork and
Stryker and Johnson creeks would
comply with SMZ laws. The SMZ
laws are designed to provide
adequate mitigations for the
prevention of sedimentation to
streams from adjacent timber-
harvest-related activities.

With respect to those existing
conditions described earlier,
the selection of Action
Alternative B would likely
provide net-positive direct and
indirect impacts to the sediment
component of bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout
habitat in the West Fork and
Stryker and Johnson creeks.

Direct and Indirect Effects of Action
Alternative C

Modifications of stream-sediment
size classes, especially with
trends toward fine size classes,
could adversely affect bull
trout and westslope cutthroat
trout in the project area by
reducing the quality of spawning
habitat, in-stream cover,
rearing habitat, and wintering
habitat. Increased levels of
fine sediments can be introduced
to the stream system from
various sources, including bank
erosion due to stream channel
instability, road features, and
adjacent timber-harvesting
operations.

Data from APPENDIX C — WATERSHED
AND HYDROLOGY ANALYSIS indicates
that the range of potential
water-yield increases as a
result of Action Alternative C
is generally insufficient to
facilitate the development of
unstable stream channels.

The APPENDIX C — WATERSHED AND
HYDROLOGY ANALYSIS also
indicates that road improvements
associated with Action
Alternative C would reduce
sedimentation to the West Fork
and Stryker Creek by
approximately 2.6 tons per year
and by approximately 0.0 tons
per year to Johnson Creek.
Road-improvement activities that
remove or mitigate potential
sediment sources may have
temporary, unavoidable, and
short-term impacts to the
sediment component of streams
(see APPENDIX C — WATERSHED AND
HYDROLOGY ANALYSIS), which may
correspond to a minor, short-
term impact to bull trout or
westslope cutthroat trout.
However, these road improvements
would provide a long-term, net-
positive impact to bull trout
and westslope cutthroat trout
habitat in respect to sediment.

Timber-harvesting operations
adjacent to the West Fork and
Stryker and Johnson creeks would
comply with SMZ laws. The SMZ
laws are designed to provide
adequate mitigations for the
prevention of sedimentation to
streams from adjacent activities
related to timber harvesting.

With respect to those existing
conditions described earlier,
the selection of Action
Alternative C would likely
provide net-positive direct and
indirect impacts to the sediment
component of bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout
habitat in the West Fork and
Stryker and Johnson creeks.
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~ Channel

Forms

Direct and Indirect Effects of Vo-Action
Alternative A

No-Action Alternative A would
not be expected to have any
direct or indirect impacts to
the channel-form component of
bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout habitat in the
West Fork and Stryker and
Johnson creeks beyond those
described under EXISTING
CONDITIONS.

Direct and Indirect Effects of Action
Alternative B

Potential changes to stream
channel forms are primarily a
function of modifications to
flow regimes and consequent
relationships with existing
sediment size classes. As
indicated earlier, modifications
to the bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout habitat features
of flow regime and sediment as a
result of Action Alternative B
are expected to be negligible or
not occur at all.

Therefore, with respect to those
existing conditions described
earlier, there are no
foreseeable direct and indirect
impacts to the channel form
component of bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout
habitat in the West Fork and
Stryker and Johnson creeks.

Direct and Indirect Effects of Action
Alternative C

Potential changes to stream
channel forms are primarily a
function of modifications to
flow regimes and consequent
relationships with existing
sediment size classes. As
indicated earlier, modifications
to the bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout habitat features
of flow regime and sediment as a
result of Action Alternative C
are expected to be negligible or
not occur at all.

Therefore, with respect to those
existing conditions described
earlier, there are no
foreseeable direct and indirect
impacts to the channel form
component of bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout
habitat in the West Fork and
Stryker and Johnson creeks.

~ Large Woody Debris

Direct and Indirect Effects of No-Action
Alternative A

No-Action Alternative A would
not be expected to have any
direct or indirect impacts to
the large-woody-debris component
of bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout habitat in the
West Fork or Stryker and Johnson
creeks beyond those described
under EXISTING CONDITIONS.

Diirect and Indirect Effects of Action
Alternative B

Action Alternative B proposes
varying levels of timber
harvesting up to, but not
within, 100 feet of the nearest
stream bankfull edges of the
West Fork (proposed Harvest
Areas 1l1-H, 11-G, 1I1-P, and I1-
C), Stryker Creek (proposed
Harvest Area 11-P), and Johnson
Creek (proposed Harvest Area I1-
C). Potential large-woody-
debris recruitment to the
channels of these and other
streams is a function of the
distance from the stream channel
that riparian trees may fall in
order to contribute large woody
debris. This distance from the
stream channel is generally
equal to the mean height of
dominant and co-dominant trees
(Robinson and Beschta 1990,
Bilby and Bisson 1998), which is
usually expressed as the site-
potential tree height.

As described in EXISTING
CONDITIONS, the site-potential
tree height at 100 years from
sample sites in the riparian
zone along both sides of the
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West Fork throughout the project
area ranges from 81 to 93 feet.
The riparian zones along Stryker
and Johnson creeks are likely
sufficiently similar to those in
the West Fork that site-
potential tree heights of 81 to
93 feet can also be applied to
these areas. Since a no-harvest
buffer of 100 feet would be
established between the 3
streams and associated proposed
harvest areas described above,
rates of potential large-woody-
debris recruitment to any of
these 3 stream channels is not
expected to be affected by any
of the proposed harvest areas.
Correspondingly, a study of
large-woody-debris recruitment
to stream channels in Alaska
found that 99 percent of in-
stream large woody debris was
recruited from trees within 30
meters (96 feet) of the stream
channel (Murphy and Koski 1989).

In-stream large woody debris may
also be recruited to 1 of the 3
stream channels from upstream
channel reaches. Proposed
Harvest Area 111-1 intersects 1
intermittent stream channel that
eventually delivers seasonal
flow to the West Fork, and
proposed Harvest Areas 111-J and
I11-L are jointly bordered by 1
intermittent stream channel that
eventually delivers seasonal
flow to the West Fork. The very
low discharge of these 2
intermittent streams is unlikely
to provide sufficient energy for
transportation of large woody
debris to downstream reaches.
The intersecting reaches of
these 2 first-order,
intermittent tributaries, which
would also have established
buffers for Class | streams
according to Streamside
Management Rules (1996), are not
expected to affect sources of
upstream large-woody-debris
recruitment to the West Fork in
any measurable or detectable

~

way.

Therefore, Action Alternative B
would not be expected to have
any direct or indirect impacts
to the large-woody-debris
component of bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout
habitat in the West Fork or
Stryker and Johnson creeks
beyond those described under
EXISTING CONDITIONS.

Direct and Indirect Effects of Action
Alternative C

Although Action Alternative C
does not propose any harvesting
in Harvest Area 111, the
consequences, iIn respect to
large woody debris, would be
identical to those of Action
Alternative B. Therefore, the
direct and indirect effects of
Action Alternative C to the
large-woody-debris component of
bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout habitat would be
expected to be the same as those
described for Action Alternative
B.

Riparian Zone

Direct and Indirect Effects of No-.dction
Alternative A

No-Action Alternative A would
not be expected to have any
direct or indirect impacts to
the riparian-zone component of
bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout habitat in the
West Fork or Stryker or Johnson
creeks beyond those described
under Existing Conditions.

Direct and Indirect Effects of «Action
Alternative B

The manner in which the riparian
zone affects bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout
habitat through large-woody-
debris recruitment to the stream
channel is described under Large
Woody Debris (previous heading).
In that section, the effective
riparian zone is described as
varying between 81 and 93 feet
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along the West Fork and Stryker
and Johnson creeks. Since a
100-foot no-harvest buffer would
be established between these 3
streams and the associated
proposed harvest areas in Action
Alternative B, the riparian-zone
function associated with these 3
stream channels is not expected
to be affected by any of the
proposed harvest areas.

Therefore, Action Alternative B
would not be expected to have
any direct or indirect impacts
to the riparian-zone component
of bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout habitat in the
West Fork or Stryker or Johnson
creeks beyond those described
under EXISTING CONDITIONS.

Direct and Indirect Effects of Action
Alternative C

The direct and indirect
environmental effects to the
riparian-zone component of bull
trout and westslope cutthroat
trout habitat for Action
Alternative C would be expected
to be the same as those
described for Action Alternative
B.

~ Stream Temperature

Direct and Indirect Effects of NVo-Action
Alternative A

No-Action Alternative A would
not be expected to have any
direct or indirect impacts to
the stream-temperature component
of bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout habitat in the
West Fork or Stryker or Johnson
creeks beyond those described
under EXISTING CONDITIONS.

Direct and Indirect Effects of Action
Alternative B

Direct solar radiation is the
primary mechanism affecting
positive changes iIn stream
temperature throughout the
project area. Increases in
stream temperature can then,
consequently, occur through the

loss of riparian vegetation,
which intercepts solar
radiation. The amount of
riparian vegetation intercepting
solar radiation, or stream
shading, depends on many
factors, such as width of the
stream channel, site-potential
tree height of dominant and co-
dominant riparian tree species,
riparian tree density, and
stream azimuth. Nonetheless,
studies with no-harvest riparian
buffers of 30 meters (96 feet)
in managed, forested watersheds
have demonstrated levels of
stream shading equivalent to
unlogged, forested watersheds
(Beschta et al 1987, Castelle
and Johnson 2000 citing others.)
A similar study has found the
same results with a 100-foot no-
harvest buffer (Brown and
Krygier 1970). Since a no-
harvest buffer of 100 feet would
be established between the West
Fork and Stryker and Johnson
creeks and the associated
proposed harvest areas in Action
Alternative B, stream
temperatures associated with
these 3 stream channels are not
expected to be affected by any
of the proposed harvest areas.

Tributaries to streams can have
an affect on (downstream) stream
temperatures that is
proportional to the discharge of
the tributary. Proposed Harvest
Area I11-1 intersects an
intermittent stream channel that
eventually delivers seasonal
flow to the West Fork, and
proposed Harvest Areas 111-J and
I11-L are jointly bordered by an
intermittent stream channel that
eventually delivers seasonal
flow to the West Fork. The
intersecting reaches of these 2
first-order, intermittent
tributaries would have
established buffers for Class 1
streams according to Streamside
Management Rules (1996), which
have been shown to have a
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~

statistically insignificant
effect on stream temperatures in
preliminary studies (Sugden and
Steiner 2003). As these streams
also provide only low,
seasonally intermittent
discharges to higher-order
streams, no measurable or
detectable changes in stream
temperature would be expected in
the West Fork due to Action
Alternative B.

Therefore, Action Alternative B
would not be expected to have
any direct or indirect impacts
to the stream-temperature
component of bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout
habitat in the West Fork or
Stryker and Johnson creeks
beyond those described under
EXISTING CONDITIONS.

Direct and Indirect Effects of Action
Alternative C

Although Action Alternative C
does not propose any harvesting
in Harvest Area 111, the
consequences in respect to
stream temperature would be
identical to those of Action
Alternative B. Therefore,
direct and indirect
environmental effects to the
stream-temperature component of
bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout habitat as a
result of the selection of
Action Alternative C are
expected to be the same as those
described for Action Alternative
B.

Connectivity

Direct and Indirect Effects of Vo-Action
Alternative A

No-Action Alternative A would
not be expected to have any
direct or indirect impacts to
the connectivity component of
bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout habitat in the
West Fork or Stryker or Johnson
creeks beyond those described
under EXISTING CONDITIONS.

o Direct and Indirect Effects of Action
Alternative B

As part of Action Alternative B,
the bridge crossing the West
Fork in Section 29, T34N, R23W,
would be replaced with a new 70-
foot steel bridge. The new
structure would be expected to
provide naturally occurring
levels of connectivity to all
life stages of bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout.

Therefore, Action Alternative B
would not be expected to have
any direct or indirect impacts
to the connectivity component of
bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout habitat in the
West Fork or Stryker and Johnson
creeks beyond those described
under EXISTING CONDITIONS.

o Direct and Indirect Effects of Action
Alternative C

Direct and indirect effects to
the connectivity component of
bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout habitat as a
result of the selection of
Action Alternative C are
expected to be the same as those
described for Action Alternative
B.

CUMULATIVE EFFECTS FOR THE WEST
FORK, STRYKER CREEK, AND JOHNSON
CREEK

Cumulative Effects of No-Action Alternative
A

Action Alternative A would not be
expected to have any cumulative
impacts to bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout in the
West Fork and Stryker and Johnson
creeks.

Cumulative Effects of Action Alternative B

Cumulative impacts are those
collective iImpacts on the human
environment of the proposed action
when considered in conjunction
with other past, present, and
future actions related to the
proposed action by location or
generic type (75-1-220, MCA).
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The direct, indirect, and
collective impacts of past- and
present-related actions associated
with bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout populations and
habitat in the project area for
all 3 specific streams are
described throughout the EXISTING
CONDITIONS section. These
existing impacts to bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout
described earlier range from low
to moderate in the West Fork and
Johnson Creek and low in Stryker
Creek.

There are no known future
activities related to the proposed
action by location or generic

type.

As described in the Direct and
Indirect Effects of Action
Alternative B, the actions
associated with proposed Action
Alternative B would have impacts
to bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout that range from
negligible to net positive. The
assessment of the proposed actions
on bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout populations
(presence and genetics) and bull
trout and westslope cutthroat
trout habitat variables (flow
regime, sediment, channel form,
large woody debris, riparian-zone
function, stream temperature, and
connectivity) summarily indicate
that no adverse negative impacts
would likely be associated with
Action Alternative B.
Consequently, as a result of the
selection of Action Alternative B,
the risk of foreseeable, adverse
cumulative impacts to bull trout
and westslope cutthroat trout is
low in the West Fork and Stryker
and Johnson creeks.

Cumulative Effects of JAction Alternative C

Cumulative iImpacts are those
collective impacts on the human
environment of the proposed action
when considered in conjunction
with other past, present, and
future actions related to the

proposed action by location or
generic type (75-1-220, MCA).

The direct, indirect, and
collective impacts of past- and
present-related actions associated
with bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout populations and
habitat in the project area are
described throughout the EXISTING
CONDITIONS section for all 3
specific streams. Those existing
impacts to bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout,
described earlier, range from low
to moderate in the West Fork and
Johnson Creek and low in Stryker
Creek.

There are no known future-related
activities associated to the
proposed action by location or
generic type.

As described in Direct and
Indirect Effects of Action
Alternative C, the actions
associated with proposed Action
Alternative C would have impacts
to bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout that range from
negligible to net positive. The
assessment of the proposed actions
on bull trout and westslope
cutthroat trout populations
(presence and genetics) and bull
trout and westslope cutthroat
trout habitat variables (flow
regime, sediment, channel form,
large woody debris, riparian-zone
function, stream temperature, and
connectivity) summarily indicate
no adverse negative impacts would
likely be associated with Action
Alternative C. Consequently, as a
result of the selection of Action
Alternative C, the risk of
foreseeable, adverse cumulative
impacts to bull trout and
westslope cutthroat trout is low
in the West Fork or Stryker or
Johnson creeks.
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APPENDIX F

WILDLIFE ANALYSIS

INTRODUCTION

The discussion in this section
pertains to wildlife species and
their habitats in the existing
environment and changes to that
environment due to each alternative.

During the initial scoping, the
following issues were expressed
regarding the effects of the
proposed project:

e Timber harvesting and road use
could reduce habitat security of
areas for large mammals.

e Timber harvesting and road use
could cause fragmentation.

In addition to the above issues, the
analyses below discuss other
environmental effects of the
alternatives to the wildlife
resource.

This discussion occurs at 2 scales.
The project area includes DNRC-
managed lands within Sections 18
through 21 and 28 through 34 in
T34N, R23W, and Section 13 in T34N,
R24W. Full descriptions of the
project area and proposed harvest
areas are presented in CHAPTER 11 —
ALTERNATIVES (TABLE I11-1 —
SILVICULTURAL TREATMENTS BY HARVEST
AREA NUMBER FOR ACTION ALTERNATIVES
B AND C). The second scale relates
to the surrounding landscape for
assessing cumulative effects. This
scale varies according to the
species being discussed, but
generally approximates the size of
the home range of the species in
question. Under each grouping or
species heading, the description for
the cumulative-effects analysis area
will be discussed. In the
cumulative-effects analysis area,
the project area and the effects are
placed in a landscape context. IFf
habitat does not exist in the
project area or would not be

modified by any alternative, species
that use that habitat were dismissed
from further analysis.

METHODS

To assess the existing condition of
the project area and the surrounding
landscape, a variety of techniques
were used. Field visits, scientific
literature, data from the SLI and
Montana Natural Heritage Program,
aerial photography, consultations
with other professionals, and
professional judgment provided
information for the following
discussion and effects analysis. In
the effects analysis, changes in the
habitat quality and quantity from
the existing conditions were
evaluated and explained.

Specialized methodologies are
discussed under the species in which

they apply.
COARSE-FILTER ASSESSMENT

DNRC recognizes that it is an
impossible and unnecessary task to
assess an affected environment or
the effects of proposed actions on
all wildlife species. We assume
that if landscape patterns and
processes similar to those that
species adapted to are maintained,
then the full complement of species
will be maintained across the
landscape (DNRC 1996). This ‘“coarse
filter” approach supports diverse
wildlife populations by managing for
a variety of forest structures and
compositions that approximate
“historic conditions” across a
landscape. To compare present and
historical conditions across the
landscape, the analysis was
conducted for Stillwater State
Forest using SLI data (refer to
APPENDIX B - VEGETATION ANALYSIS)
and was compared to the historical
assessment compiled for the Lower
Flathead Climatic Section (Losensky
1997).



Covertypes

The vegetation analysis indicates
that covertypes changed over the
past century due to the influence of
fire suppression, insects, diseases,
and timber harvesting. Generally,
Stillwater State Forest should
support more western white pine and
western larch/Douglas-fir covertypes
and less subalpine fir and lodgepole
pine covertypes than found on
average for the climatic type. All
other covertypes occur near
historical proportions found in the
climatic section (Losensky 1997).
Therefore, species using western
white pine and western
larch/Douglas-fir covertypes are
presumably more likely to be found
and/or be more abundant on
Stillwater State Forest than on
average in the climatic section.
Conversely, species using subalpine
fir and lodgepole pine covertypes
are presumably less likely to occur
or occur in lower densities on
Stillwater State Forest due to the
amount of habitat present, while
species that use other covertypes
are expected to occur near the
average densities expected
throughout the climatic section.
However, primarily due to fire

suppression, timber management, and
introduced diseases, many of the
stands have increased in the
proportion of shade-tolerant tree
species (TABLE F-1 - PERCENTAGE OF
COVERTYPES FOUND ON STILLWATER STATE
FOREST AND THE CLIMATIC SECTION).
Fire suppression probably had little
effect in the project area, while
past timber harvesting and diseases
heavily influenced the decline in
shade-intolerant tree species. The
changes presumably reduce the
abundance of species that use open,
shade-intolerant forested habitat,
while favoring species using dense,
closed-canopy habitats.

Patch Size and Interior Habitats

Species that are hesitant to cross
broad expanses without forest cover,
or those that depend upon interior
forest conditions, can be sensitive
to the amount and spatial
configuration of appropriate
habitat. Therefore, patch size and
Juxtaposition can influence habitat
quality and population dynamics for
some species. Some species are
adapted to thrive near patch edges,
while others are adversely affected
by the presence of edge or by the
presence of other animals that
prosper in edge habitats.

TABLE F-1 - PERCENTAGE OF COVERTYPES FOUND ON STILLWATER STATE FOREST AND THE 333C

CLIMATIC SECTION

gf?ﬁi??é PERCENT OF COVERTYPES PERCENT OF COVERTYPES
COVERTYPE SECTION ON THE STILLWATER STATE ON THE STILLWATER
(LOSENSKY FOREST EXPECTED UNDER STATE FOREST EXISTING
1997) HISTORIC CONDITIONS COVERTYPES CURRENTLY
Douglas-fir <1 2 2
Lodgepole pine 27 11 11
Mixed conifer*
(spruce-fir)? 6 8 27
Nonforest®
(wheat-fescue)? Trace 2 2
Other types Trace Trace Trace
Ponderosa pine 1 1 1
Subalpine fir 36 20 26
Western Iqrch/ 8 a5 26
Douglas-fir
Western white pine 1 11 3
1 DNRC classification
2 Losensky (1997) classification
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A "patch" is defined as a unit of
habitat with broadly similar age and
structural characteristics
(primarily associated with forest or
nonforest cover). For this
analysis, forested habitats provided
the basis for patch, interior-
habitat, and edge-habitat analyses.
Forested habitats were defined as
stands greater than 40 years old
(pole- to sawtimber-sized stands)
with a canopy cover of 40 percent or
more. Interior forested habitat is
defined as an area that is not
affected by the adjacent stand and
retains similar climatic conditions.
Conversely, edge is defined as the
contact zone between 2 different
types of habitat. For this
analysis, the First 300 feet of a
patch was considered edge habitat;
the remaining patch was considered
interior forested habitat (TABLE F-2
- EXISTING AND RESULTING FORESTED,
INTERIOR, AND EDGE HABITAT ON THE
UPPER WHITEFISH GRIZZLY BEAR
SUBUNIT).

Connectivity

Connectivity of forest cover between
adjacent patches is important for
promoting movements of species that
are hesitant to cross broad,
nonforest expanses. Stands that are
pole-sized or greater with crown
closure greater than 40 percent can
be important for providing travel
cover for forest-dwelling species.
Across Stillwater State Forest,
connectivity is high with few
isolated stands. No harvest areas
are proposed in key travel areas,
such as saddles or near streams

TABLE F-2 — EXISTING AND RESULTING ACRES OF FORESTED,
INTERIOR, AND EDGE HABITAT IN THE UPPER WHITEFISH GRIZZLY

BEAR SUBUNIT

(FIGURE F-1 — EXISTING FORESTED
HABITATS IN THE UPPER WHITEFISH
GRIZZLY BEAR SUBUNIT). See Canada
Lynx and Fisher analyses for
additional details on connectivity
and travel cover.

Deadwood

Deadwood (downed trees and snags) is
an important component of the
forested ecosystems. The 5 primary
functions of deadwood in the
forested ecosystems are to:

1) increase structural diversity,
2) alter canopy microenvironment,
3) promote biological diversity,

4) provide critical habitat for
wildlife, and

5) act as a storehouse for nutrient
and organic matter recycling
agents (Parks and Shaw 1996).

This analysis focuses on the
importance of deadwood as wildlife
habitat and the effects of this
project on those habitats.

The presence of insects and
predaceous birds and mammals are
important to forest management.

Both insects and birds associated
with snags and downed wood are
suspected of controlling insects
that are harmful to wood production,
such as the Douglas-fir tussock moth
and spruce budworm. However, when
insect populations reach epidemic
levels, predation is often
ineffective at controlling or
reducing population levels
(Torgensen 1994). Small mammals
that are associated with downed wood
distribute ectomychorrhizal fungus,
which is needed for
seedling establishment
and tree growth
(Amaranthus 1998).
Therefore, maintenance

NO-ACTION ACTION ACTION of habitats for
PARAMETER ALTERNATIVE ALTERNATIVE insectivorous birds
ALTERNATIVE C -
A B and mammals is

Forested important for long-
habitat 21,465 20,278 20,610 term forest health.
Interior -
habi tat 14,771 13,245 13,635 Snags and logs provide

. reproduction, feeding,
Edge habitat 6,694 7,033 6,975
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FIGURE F-1 - EXISTING FORESTED HABITAT IN THE UPPER WHITEFISH GRIZZLY BEAR
SUBUNIT
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rearing, and/or shelter structure
for an array of wildlife species.
Deadwood provides insects, fungus,
and wood food sources for small
mammals. In turn, these small
mammals provide prey for predatory
birds and mammals. Additionally,
deadwood provides animal areas with:

stable temperatures and moisture,
shelter from the environment,
lookout areas, and

food storage sites.

Small mammals, such as red-backed
voles, to large mammals, such as

black bears, rely on deadwood for
survival and reproduction.

The size, length, decay, and
distribution of deadwood affect
their capacity to provide specific
habitat. Logs less than 6 feet in
length tend to dry out and provide
limited habitat for wildlife
species. Single, scattered logs
could provide lookout and travel
sites for squirrels or access under
the snow for weasels and other small
mammals, while log piles provide
habitat for weasels, hares, other
small mammals, etc. Similarly,
diameters, heights, and snag
densities determine the snag habitat
value for wildlife species. Larger,
taller snags tend to provide nesting
sites, while shorter snags and
stumps tend to provide feeding sites
for birds and mammals. Cavity-
nesting birds often nest in areas
where several shags are available,
using individual snags as feeding or
roosting sites; therefore,
considering the size and
distribution of these resources is
important.

Snag data were collected in areas
where SL1 data indicated the stand
might meet the old-growth definition
defined by Green et al (1992).

These areas occurred only in Harvest
Area 111, which is exclusive to
Action Alternative B. Mean snag
densities (greater than 14 inches
dbh) ranged from O to 64 per acre,
with an average of 12.6 (N¢stanasy = 20

[standard deviation = 3.67]) and
14.0 (n¢stanasy = 4 [standard
deviation = 4.12]) for stands in
cool and moist and cold and
moderately dry habitat types,
respectively. Only 2 of the sampled
stands were harvested in the past.
In the harvested stands, shag
densities are among the lowest
encountered. Whitebark pine was the
most common snag encountered (36
percent of all snags), followed by
subalpine fir (30 percent),
Engelmann spruce (26 percent), and
Douglas-fir (8 percent). The live-
tree distribution is quite
different; Engelmann spruce (75
percent) represents the highest
proportion of large trees (greater
than 21 inches dbh), followed by
subalpine fir (12 percent), Douglas-
fir (9 percent), whitebark pine (3
percent), and western larch (2
percent). These trees could provide
snag and coarse-woody-debris
recruitment in the future.
Regeneration in the project area is
primarily shade-tolerant Engelmann
spruce and subalpine fir. Snag
densities in the other harvest areas
were subjectively assessed and
appear to be relatively low in
density, which is expected in
previously harvested stands (Harris
1999) and near open roads (Bate et
al. 2002).

COARSE FILTER
Direct Effects to Coarse Filter

o Direct Effects of No-Action Alternative /1 to
Coarse Filter

No additional displacement or
disturbance of wildlife is
expected in the area.

o Direct Effects of Action Allernatives B and C
to Coarse Filter

Displacement and/or disturbance of
wildlife species would be expected
due to these alternatives. Since
different species react to human
disturbance differently, the
extent of disruption would be
related to the species in
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question. Generally, the amount
of harvest area, associated roads,
and duration of the project
provides an avenue to develop a
hierarchy of potential disturbance
to wildlife in the area. Both
action alternatives would be
implemented over a 3-year period.
Action Alternative B proposes to
harvest 9.5 mmbf of timber from
1,270 acres and construct 3.4
miles of new roads. Action
Alternative C proposes to harvest
5.7 mmbf of timber from 938 acres
and construct 3.1 miles of new
roads. Due to the amount of acres
and volume, Action Alternative B
would be expected to take longer
to complete than Action
Alternative C. Due to the
increased area and duration of
Action Alternative B, Action
Alternative B would be expected to
produce more disturbances to
wildlife species than Action
Alternative C. However, the
project design features would be
incorporated to reduce widespread
disturbance of the area (see
Grizzly Bear analysis).

Indirect Effects to Coarse Filter

Covertypes

Indirect Effects of No-Action Alternative .1 to
Covertypes

The stands considered for
harvesting would continue to age,
and the western larch/Douglas-fir
covertypes would convert to mixed-
conifer or subalpine fir
covertypes. Where mixed-conifer
and subalpine fir covertypes
currently exist, these covertypes
would be retained, but these
stands would maintain or increase
their canopy closure, shading out
understory plants and shade-
intolerant tree seedlings. In the
long-term, species that use the
more open stands and/or shade-
intolerant tree species, would be
negatively affected due to the
loss of habitat, while species
that use late-successional forest

structure, would benefit by an
increase iIn habitat.

Indirect Effects of Action Alternative BB to
Covertypes

Harvesting under this alternative
would convert most stands to
younger age classes, but would not
necessarily change covertypes. On
138 acres, harvesting would
promote more historic covertype
representation. On the remaining
1,130 acres, the current covertype
woulld be retained; however, shade-
intolerant species, such as
western larch and western white
pine, would be planted in the
regeneration-harvest areas to
reintroduce or increase their
representation in the future
stand. DNRC would rely on natural
regeneration of whitebark pine to
increase or maintain this species
in the future stand. These
changes would favor wildlife
species that use the more-open
canopies and shade-intolerant tree
species at the expense of wildlife
species associated with closed-
canopy, shade-tolerant tree
species. |If whitebark pine
successfully regenerates, species
such as Clarke’s nutcrackers,
grizzly bears, squirrels, etc.,
would benefit from an increase in
key food sources.

Indirect Effects of Action Allernative C to
Covertypes

Harvesting under this alternative
would convert most stands to
younger age classes, but not
necessarily change covertypes. O0On
46 acres, harvesting would promote
a more historic covertype
representation. On the remaining
892 acres, the covertype would be
retained; however, shade-
intolerant species, such as
western larch and western white
pine, would be planted in
regeneration-harvest areas to
reintroduce or increase their
representation in the future
stand. These changes would favor
wildlife species that use the more
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open canopies and shade-intolerant
tree species at the expense of
wildlife species associated with
closed-canopy, shade-tolerant tree
species. Whitebark pine
regeneration is not expected in
any of these harvest areas.

Patch Size and Interior and Edge
Habitats

Indirect Effects of No- .Action Alternative .4
to Patch Size and Interior and Fdge Habitals

Patch size and interior and edge
habitats would not change in the
near term. Through time, forested
patch size and interior habitat
are expected to increase, while
edge habitat would be expected to
decrease. These conditions would
favor wildlife species that prefer
dense, mature forests at the
expense of wildlife species that
use nonforest, open-canopied, or
edge habitats.

Indirect Effects of Action Alternative B to
Patch Size and Interior and Fdge Habitals

Forested habitat would decrease by
1,187 acres and interior forested
habitat would decrease by 1,526
acres, while edge habitat would
increase by 339 acres in the Upper
Whitefish Grizzly Bear Subunit
(TABLE F-2 — EXISTING AND
RESULTING ACRES OF FORESTED,
INTERIOR, AND EDGE HABITAT ON
UPPER WHITEFISH GRIZZLY BEAR
SUBUNIT). Habitat for species
that use forested and interior
habitat would decrease, while
species that use edge and
regeneration or unforested
habitats would be favored.

Indirect Effects of Action Alternative C to
Patch Size and Interior and Fdge Habitals

Forested habitat would decrease by
855 acres and interior forested
habitat would decrease by 1,136
acres, while edge habitat would
increase by 281 acres in the Upper
Whitefish Grizzly Bear Subunit
(TABLE F-2 — EXISTING AND
RESULTING FORESTED, INTERIOR, AND
EDGE HABITAT ON UPPER WHITEFISH

GRIZZLY BEAR SUBUNIT). Habitat
for species that use forested and
interior habitat would decrease,
while species that use edge and
regeneration or unforested
habitats would be favored. These
effects are intermediate between
No-Action Alternative A and Action
Alternative B.

Connectivity

Indirect Effects of No-Action Allernative 1 to
Connectivity

No change in forest connectivity
is expected. Over time, forest
connectivity would be expected to
increase due to the succession of
early seral stands and sparse
stands. The increase in
connectivity would benefit species
that depend on dense
interconnected forests by
providing movement corridors and
other habitats within the project
area.

Indirect Effects to Connectivity Common to
Action Allernatives B and C

Timber harvesting under these
alternatives does not
substantially alter connectivity.
In both alternatives, regeneration
harvests would not result in
barriers to forest dwelling
species under either alternative
(FIGURE F-2 — FORESTED HABITAT IN
THE UPPER WHITEFISH GRIZZLY BEAR
SUBUNIT). However, Action
Alternative B narrows the
connectivity corridor along the
West Fork to approximately 500
feet. Under both alternatives,
substantial effects to
connectivity are not expected;
therefore, any effects are
expected to be negligible.

Deadwood

Direct and Indirect Effects of No-.dction
Alternative A to Deadwood

No changes in deadwood resources
would occur. Tree mortality,
especially shade-tolerant tree
species, could increase due to
insects and diseases or other
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FIGURE F-2—-FORESTED HABITAT IN THE UPPER WHITEFISH GRIZZLY BEAR SUBUNIT UNDER
EITHER ALTERNATIVE
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natural events. This situation
would benefit species that use
deadwood resources in the short
term; however, because of the
current lack of shade-intolerant
tree species in the longer term,
reductions in deadwood, especially
shade-intolerant tree species,
could occur.

Direct and Indirect Effects to Deadwood
Common to JAction .dlternatives B and C

Under both alternatives, deadwood
resources would be targeted to be
retained in the harvest areas.
Harvesting could remove recently
dead trees that are merchantable,
but would attempt to retain most
of the cull material. Based on
data collected by the USFS on Lolo
National Forest, an estimate of
snag loss during harvesting
activities ranged from 50 to 100
percent (Hillis 1993). On a
recent DNRC timber sale where all
shags greater than 14 inches were
to be retained, 60 percent were
standing following harvesting;
however, when all snags were
considered, only 35 percent were
left standing. A majority of the
loss of snags occurred in the
medium-size class, with retention
of the larger snags appearing more
successful. Therefore, nearly
one-half of the snags, mostly
small to medium sized, planned for
retention in the area could
succumb to operational or safety-
related felling. These losses are
expected to be larger in the
cable-yarding harvest areas and
exasperated if prescribed fire is
used for site preparation.

In each harvest area, a minimum of
1 snag and 1 snag-recruitment
trees over 21 inches dbh would be
retained per acre (ARM 36.11.411).
IT snags planned for retention
were felled for safety concerns,
these trees/snags would be left on
site to provide feeding substrate
and habitat structure for wildlife
species. In all harvest areas,
decreases in feeding and nesting

sites might occur due to the
reduction in snags, while some
ground structure and foraging
sites could be removed by the
harvesting and crushing of downed
trees. Harvesting is expected to
reduce the densities of small to
medium-sized shags; therefore,
these alternatives are likely to
affect smaller cavity-nesting
species and their associated
secondary cavity species.

However, retention of dominant
trees, existing deadwood, and
untreated piles of cull logs is
expected to provide habitat for
species associated with large
deadwood in the short and long
term. More deadwood habitat would
be retained under Action
Alternative C than under Action
Alternative B. The loss of
deadwood structure could reduce
insectivorous wildlife species,
which could result in increased
populations of forest pests
(Torgenson 1994) and could inhibit
regeneration by reducing
distribution of ectomychorrhizal
fungus distributed by small
mammals (Amaranthus 1998).
However, not all deadwood would be
removed from the stand, thereby
providing some habitat for these
species. The scale of the effects
to these species is unknown, but
is expected to be related to the
reduction in deadwood

habitat.

CUMULATIVE EFFECTS - COARSE FILTER

Cumulative Effects to Covertype and
Age Class

Cumulative Effects of No-.dction Alternative
A to Covertype and .Age Class

Covertypes would continue to
convert from shade-intolerant to
shade-tolerant covertypes, and
stands in older age classes would
continue to increase. Where
shade-tolerant covertypes are
present, shade-intolerant tree
densities would continue to
decline. This situation would
affect wildlife species using the
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area by decreasing habitat
diversity in the area and favoring
species associated with late-
succession, shade-intolerant tree
species.

o  Cumulative Effects to Covertype and .1ge
Class Common to .Action Alternatives B and C

Efforts under both action
alternatives would be made to
convert stands to more closely
reflect the historic conditions
outlined in Losensky (1997).

Under Action Alternative B,
conversion would occur through the
thinning of shade-tolerant species
and regeneration harvesting. The
harvesting would result in more
closely reflecting historic
covertypes and age classes. This
alternative would benefit early
successional species at the
expense of mid-— to later-
successional species. The
treatments are expected to
increase the growth of retained
trees, thereby decreasing the
amount of time before large trees
are available in these stands.
These alternatives are expected to
benefit native wildlife species by
reproducing habitats to which the
species are adapted.

Cumulative Effects to Patch Size,
Interior and Edge Habitats, and
Connectivity

Adjacent USFS lands are not expected
to be harvested, thereby increasing
forested habitat and patch size in
those areas. The effects discussed
under the indirect effects above
would be cumulative to the
conditions occurring on adjacent
lands in the area.

Cumulative Effects to Deadwood
Resources

Reductions in deadwood resources
would be cumulative to past timber
and salvage harvests. However, in
these areas, mitigations to provide
deadwood habitats are incorporated
in all these projects. So, although
deadwood resources would be reduced
in the cumulative effects area,

retention of specific snags and
downed trees would continue to
contribute habitat, albeit at a
lower density in the short term, for
species that use deadwood resources.

FINE FILTER

In the fine-filter analysis,
individual species of concern are
evaluated. These species include
wildlife species listed under the
Endangered Species Act, species
listed as sensitive by DNRC (ARM
36.11.436(6)), and species managed
as big game by DFWP.

THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES

> Bald Eagle

The bald eagle is classified as
“threatened” and is protected
under the Endangered Species Act.
Strategies to protect the bald
eagle are outlined in the Pacific
States Bald Eagle Recovery Plan
(USFWS 1986) and the Montana Bald
Eagle Management Plan (Montana
Bald Eagle Working Group 1994).
Management direction involves
identifying and protecting
nesting, feeding, perching,
roosting, and wintering/migration
areas (USFWS 1986, Montana Bald
Eagle Working Group, 1994). For
the nesting territory at Upper
Whitefish Lake, Paige (1997)
developed site-specific management
guidelines that will be followed
in this project.

Bald eagles prefer multistoried
nesting habitats with 40- to 70-
percent canopy cover with emergent
trees within topographic line-of-
sight to an associated water
source with an adequate food
supply. The emergent trees and/or
snags need to be large enough
(more than 25 inches dbh) to
support nesting or perching
eagles. Additionally, eagles
prefer cottonwood, Douglas-fir,
and ponderosa pine trees (Wright
and Escano 1986). In western
Montana, eagles also use western
larch and Engelmann spruce.
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Eagles nest south of Upper
Whitefish Lake. Paige (1997)
defined the nest area to include
the south shoreline of the lake to
West Fork Road; the primary use
area includes the nest area and
extends approximately 1 mile to
the north. The home range of
these eagles extends north from
Swede Creek to Nasukoin Lake and
east from the divide between the
Swift Creek and West Fork
drainages to Hay Lake (FIGURE F-3
— UPPER WHITEFISH BALD EAGLE
TERRITORY). The eagles return to
their breeding territory in
February and, if successful in
raising eaglets, will inhabit the
nest area through August. No
proposed harvest areas occur
within the nest or primary-use
area. However, haul routes
intersect the nest and primary-use
area. The West Fork Road (open
road) borders the south boundary
of the nest and primary-use area,
while Whitefish Saddle Road
(restricted road) cuts through the
primary-use area.

To assess cumulative effects to
bald eagles, the bald eagle
territory home range was used.
This area includes DNRC
(approximately 33 percent) and
National Forest System Lands
(approximately 66 percent).

Harvest Areas I, 11-A, and 11-C
fall into the bald eagle’s home
range.

Direct Effects

o Direct Effects of No-Action Alternative A
to Bald Fagles

No additional direct effects to
nesting or wintering bald eagles
would be expected.

o Direct Effects to Bald Fagles Common to
Action Alternative B and C

No harvesting would occur in the
nest or primary-use area.
However, hauling through the
primary-use area and along the
boundary of the nest-site area
would occur. To limit

disturbance to nesting eagles,
Harvest Areas | and 11-A would
not be harvested during the
eagle nesting season (February 1
through August 15) unless the
territory is determined to be
unoccupied. If needed, logs
could be loaded and hauled (but
not cut, skidded, or processed)
from Harvest Area I1-A during
the nesting season because the
harvest area is along an open
road. Loading and hauling would
be a short-term disturbance
consistent with disturbance
found along open roads.

However, if this activity is
determined to be too disruptive
to the nesting eagles, the
hauling operation would be
discontinued immediately and
would start again after August
15. With these mitigation
measures in place, no additional
disturbance effects are
expected.

Indirect Effects

o Indirect Effects of No-Action Allernative
A to Bald FEagles

Timber stands that presently
provide bald eagle habitat would
continue to increase in density
and proportion of shade-tolerant
tree species, while decreasing
in growth rates. Additionally,
shags would continue to develop.
Barring any natural disturbance,
shade-intolerant trees would not
regenerate over time. Existing
younger stands would continue to
grow and produce the structure
needed by eagles, but at a
slower rate due to dense
stocking. Under this
alternative, the quality of
eagle nesting habitat would
decrease as canopy cover
increases above 70 percent
(Montana Bald Eagle Working
Group 1991). The potential of
these effects limiting nest
success of this breeding pair is
low.
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o Indirect Effects to Bald Eagles Common to
Action Alternative B and C

No habitat modifications would
occur In the nest site or
primary-use area under these
alternatives. Therefore, the
effects discussed under No-
Action Alternative A are
expected to occur in these
areas.

Cumulative Effects

o Cumulative Effects of No-Action
Alternative 1 to Bald Fagles

Under this alternative, no
additional disturbance or
habitat modification would occur
in the analysis area. No other
projects are proposed in the
home-range area.

o  Cumulative Effects to Bald Eagles
Common to JAction Allernative B and C

This alternative would result in
treatment of 119 acres of timber
within the 17,520-acre home
range associated with this
territory. None of these stands
are located in a landscape
position (outside line-of-sight
of an associated waterbody)
where they provide potential
bald eagle nesting habitat. In
both Harvest Areas I1-A and 11-
C, regeneration and a group-
select harvest prescriptions
would be implemented. These
treatments would open the
overstory canopy, which would
increase eagle access to small
mammal prey, while retaining
dominant trees scattered
throughout the harvest area or
in groups. Over time, these
harvest areas would develop a
multilevel canopy. These
conversions are expected to be
neutral to positive. However,
harvesting in Harvest Area I1-A
would decrease visual screening
between the open West Fork Road
and the harvest area, thereby
offsetting any benefit realized
by reducing canopy cover.
Otherwise, no other projects are

planned in the cumulative-
effects analysis area. The
effects of these habitat
alterations are expected to be
neutral to slightly positive,
but are not expected to change
the reproductive success rate of
this nesting pair.

> (Canada Lynx

Canada lynx are listed as
“threatened” under the Endangered
Species Act. Currently, no
recovery plan exists for Canada
lynx. Several reports have been
written to summarize the research
on lynx and develop a conservation
strategy (Ruediger et al 2000).

Lynx are associated with subalpine
fir forests, generally between
4,000 and 7,000 feet in elevation,
in western Montana (Ruediger et al
2000). Lynx habitat in western
Montana consists primarily of
young coniferous forest with
plentiful snowshoe hares, stands
with abundant coarse woody debris
for denning and cover for Kittens,
and densely forested cover for
travel and security.

Additionally, the mature forests
provide habitat for red squirrels,
an alternative prey source. These
conditions are found in a variety
of habitat types, particularly
within the subalpine fir series
(Pfister et al 1977).

To assess lynx habitat, DNRC SLI
data were used to map specific
habitat classes used by lynx.
These areas were considered lynx
habitat (ARM 36.11.403(40)).
Other parameters (stand age,
canopy cover, amount of coarse
woody debris) were used in
modeling the availability of
specific types of lynx habitat in
the area (i.e. denning, forage,
other, temporarily not available)
(ARM 36.11.435(2)).

Based on field reconnaissance and
SLI modeling, denning habitat is
not expected to be affected, while
all harvest areas occur in general
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or foraging habitat. The current
conditions allow lynx to move
through the project area and the
proposed harvest areas. All
stands proposed for harvesting
likely provide red squirrel
habitat, and stands or portion of
stands with thick understories
likely provide snowshoe hare
habitat.

Cumulative effects were analyzed
for lands in the Upper Whitefish
Grizzly Bear Subunit. Based on
the above analysis, lynx habitat
comprised approximately 26,866
acres, nearly the entire DNRC
ownership in the Upper Whitefish
Subunit. Of these acres, 915
acres are modeled as denning
habitat. The denning habitat
component is difficult to model
because lynx can den in small
patches of downed wood within a
large stand. The SLI is designed
to identify general stand
conditions and does not capture
small dense patches of downed
woody material; therefore, it is
likely that more denning habitat
occurs on the landscape than the
model predicts. Other
classifications used in the
modeling effort appear more
predictable. For existing lynx
habitat, see TABLE F-3—-EXISTING
LYNX HABITAT ON DNRC OWNERSHIP
WITHIN THE UPPER WHITEFISH
GRIZZLY BEAR SUBUNIT.

TABLE F-3-EXISTING LYNX HABITAT ON
DNRC OWNERSHIP WITHIN THE UPPER
WHITEFISH GRIZZLY BEAR SUBUNIT

LYNX HABITAT EXISTING EXISTING
COMPONENT ACRES PERCENT
Denning 915 3.4
Mature foraging 4,915 18.3
Young foraging 5,025 18.7
Other available 13,406 49.9
Temporary 2,604 9.7
nonhabitat
Totals 26,865 100.0

Direct Effects

Direct Effects of Vo-Action Alternative .4
to Canada Lynx

No additional activities would
occur; therefore, no direct
effects would be expected.

Diirect Effects to Canada Lynx Common to
Action Alternatives B and C

Some disturbance of lynx could
occur in areas with adequate
cover for lynx to travel
through. However, lynx appear
to be relatively tolerant of
human presence and road use
(Mowat et al 2000); therefore,
no substantial direct effects
would be expected. A slight
potential increase for mortality
due to road traffic on gated
and/or new roads would be
possible, though the risk of
this occurring would likely be
extremely small. Lynx do not
appear to avoid roads at low
traffic volumes (Ruediger 2000),
so increased logging traffic on
open and gated roads is not
expected to displace or increase
the energetic cost of individual
lynx. The risks are higher
under Action Alternative B than
Action Alternative C, but both
alternatives are expected to
result in very minor risks of
negative direct effects.

Indirect Effects

Indirect Effects of No-.Action Allternative
A to Canada Lynx

Under No-Action Alternative A,
lynx would continue to use the
project area similarly in the
short term because no lynx
habitat would be modified under
this alternative. In the longer
term (barring natural
disturbances), stands would
continue to age and increase in
the coarse woody debris needed
for denning and security cover.
Regenerating harvest areas would
mature and reduce habitat
quality for snowshoe hares,
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potentially resulting in
decreased primary prey
availability for lynx. As these
stands mature, habitat for red
squirrels would increase,
somewhat lessening the loss of
prey. However, a diet of red
squirrels might not provide the
nutrients needed for the
successftul reproduction and
rearing of kittens (Koehler
1990). Therefore, in the short
term, no effects to lynx are
expected. In the longer term
without disturbance, denning
habitat is expected to increase,
but foraging opportunities are
expected to decrease.

Indirect Efffects of Action Alternative B to
Canada Lynx

Lynx habitat would be modified
on 1,270 acres. A regeneration-
harvest prescription would be
implemented on 1,198 acres; a
commercial-thin harvest
prescription would occur on the
remaining 72 acres.

Regeneration harvests would
render the harvest area
temporarily unsuitable for lynx.
Over time, if the harvest areas
regenerate to a dense stocking
of young trees, snowshoe hare
populations in these areas are
expected to increase, thereby
providing an increase in lynx
foraging opportunities. Due to
the steep slopes and shrub
competition, the harvest areas
specific to this alternative
(Harvest Area 111) might not
regenerate successfully enough
to provide young foraging
habitat. Past harvesting in
adjacent areas show sparse
regeneration over the past 20 to
30 years. In the proposed
regeneration harvest areas (332
acres), tree density is not
expected to meet young foraging-
habitat criteria, however, the
shrub component could provide
summer cover for snowshoe hares.
Therefore, lynx use of these

areas is expected to be limited
until the regenerating canopy
exceeds 40 percent canopy
closure, resulting in marginal
habitat in 40 to 80 years. |IT
these stands do not regenerate
successfully, lynx habitat would
be removed on 332 acres for a
long period of time. In Harvest
Area 1, where a commercial-thin
treatment is proposed,
harvesting would remove trees
that could lead to red squirrel
population declines to an
unknown degree due to the
removal of cone-producing trees
(Pearson 1999). However, canopy
cover would be retained above 40
percent; therefore, the
potential for lynx to use or
move through this harvest area
is expected to continue.
Additionally, several slash
piles throughout Harvest Area Il
would be retained following
harvesting to potentially
provide denning sites near
future high quality foraging
areas. The regeneration harvest
areas and associated piles of
cull logs are not expected to be
used until dense regeneration
occurs. In the short-term,
available lynx habitat would
decline. As stands regenerate,
foraging and denning habitats
are expected to increase.

Indirect Effects of Action Alternative C fo
Canada Lynx

The effects discussed above
would apply to harvest areas
proposed under this alternative;
however, the 332 acres discussed
above would not be harvested.
This alternative is expected to
result in the benefits discussed
above without the potential
long-term loss of habitat on 332
acres in Harvest Area I11.
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Cumulative Effects

Cumulative Effects of the JVo-.Action
Alternative A to Canada Lynx

No habitat would be modified.

In time, denning habitat would
develop on much of the area at
the expense of young forage.
Snowshoe hare populations would
remain relatively stable, but
possibly at low densities due to
the lack of the temporal high-
density, young successional
habitats. Under these
alternatives, barring any
disturbance, forage availability
would decrease, while denning
habitat would increase.

Cumulative Effects of Action Alternative
B to Canada Lynx

Under this alternative, 1,198
acres of lynx habitat in the
Upper Whitefish Subunit would be
converted to “unsuitable” for 10
to 20 years. The conversion of
habitat would be cumulative to
other past harvesting on State
land; some harvest areas have
not fully regenerated in 20 to
30 years. OFf this proposed
alternative, 332 acres are in
areas similar to those that have
not regenerated in the past 2 to
3 decades. In the other harvest
areas, young foraging habitat is
expected to develop.
Additionally, denning structure
(piles of cull logs) would be
left following harvesting, which
could increase denning habitat
in this subunit. Expected
effects to lynx habitat
components are presented in
TABLE F-4 - LYNX HABITAT
EXPECTED FOLLOWING HARVESTING
UNDER ACTION ALTERNATIVE B.

TABLE F-4 - LYNX HABITAT EXPECTED
FOLLOWING HARVESTING UNDER ACTION
ALTERNATIVE B

LYNX HABITAT FOLLOWING HARVESTING
COMPONENT ACRES PERCENT
Denning 915 3.4
Mature foraging 4,326 16.1
Young foraging 4,977 18.5
Other available 12,856 47.9
Temporary 3,791 141
nonhabitat
Totals 26,865 100.0

Cumulative Effects of Action Alternative C
to Canada Lynx

Under this alternative, 866
acres of lynx habitat in the
Upper Whitefish Subunit would be
converted to unsuitable for 10
to 20 years. All proposed
harvest areas in this
alternative are expected to
regenerate successfully;
therefore, young foraging
habitat is expected to develop
in 10 to 20 years.

Additionally, denning structure
(piles of cull logs) would be
left following harvesting, which
could increase denning habitat
in this subunit. This
alternative is expected to
impact lynx to a minor degree in
the short-term, with greater
long-term benefits. Expected
effects to lynx habitat
components are presented in
TABLE F-5 - LYNX HABITAT
EXPECTED FOLLOWING HARVESTING
UNDER ACTION ALTERNATIVE C.
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TABLE F-5 - LYNX HABITAT EXPECTED
FOLLOWING HARVESTING UNDER ACTION
ALTERNATIVE C

LYNX HABITAT FOLLOWING HARVESTING
COMPONENT ACRES PERCENT
Denning 915 3.4
Mature foraging 4,489 16.7
Young foraging 5,025 18.7
Other available 12,905 48.0
Temporary 3,531 13.1
nonhabitat
Totals 26,865 100.0
> Gray Wolf

The gray wolf is listed as
“threatened” under the Endangered
Species Act. The Northern Rocky
Mountain Wolf Recovery Plan
defines 3 recovery zones (USFWS
1987). The proposed project is in
the Northwest Montana Recovery
Zone. The 3 recovery zones met
the recovery standards for the
last 2 years and are expected to
meet the 10 packs per recovery
area this year, initiating the
delisting process.

The wolf is a wide-ranging, mobile
species. Adequate habitat for
wolves consists of adequate
vulnerable prey and minimal human
disturbance, especially at den
and/or rendezvous sites. Primary
prey species in northwest Montana
are white-tailed deer, elk, moose,
and mule deer. The distribution
of wolves is strongly associated
with white-tailed deer winter
ranges. Wolves iIn northwest
Montana typically den in late
April. Wolves choose elevated
areas in gentle terrain near a
water source (valley bottoms),
close to meadows or other
openings, and near big game
wintering areas for dens and
rendezvous sites.

The project area contains elk and
white-tailed and mule deer

nonwinter ranges, which could
provide prey for wolves. However,
due to the high elevation, denning
and rendezvous sites are not
expected and harvesting activities
would not occur in spring when
wolves and their pups are
sensitive to human disturbance.
Wolf use of the area is expected
to be transitory or sporadic;
therefore, this project is not
expected to affect gray wolves,
and this species was dropped from
further analysis for this project

Grizzly Bear

Grizzly bears are listed as
“threatened” under the Endangered
Species Act. The Grizzly Bear
Recovery Plan defines 6 recovery
areas (USFWS 1993). This project
is proposed in grizzly bear
habitat in the North Continental
Divide Ecosystem Recovery Area.
The North Continental Divide
Ecosystem is divided into
subunits. Each subunit
approximates the size of a home
range for a female bear and is
separated from other subunits
based on landscape features. This
project is proposed in the Upper
Whitefish Grizzly Bear Subunit.

The project area provides year-
round habitat for grizzly bears.
During the spring, bears search
for winter-killed big game and
lush green vegetation, especially
in avalanche chutes. During the
summer, bears seek lush green
vegetation typically found in
riparian areas. In late summer
and into autumn, bears switch
primarily to a berry diet. The
project area contains high
elevation, relatively flat basins
bounded by steep slopes with
numerous avalanche chutes and
riparian habitats. Repeated
spring observations indicate that
grizzly bears could be migrating
through the project area between
denning sites and spring habitat.
During summer and autumn, the
basins and riparian habitats in
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the project area provide high
quality habitat for bears. This
project could affect grizzly bears
directly through increased road
traffic, noise, and human activity
indicated by changes in road
densities, and indirectly by
altering the amount and location
of hiding cover and forage
resources.

The cumulative effects analysis
was conducted using the Upper
Whitefish Subunit. This subunit
is comprised of 84 percent DNRC-
and 16 percent USFS-managed lands.
This subunit receives a high
amount of recreational activities,
especially around Upper Whitefish
Lake. Recreational use varies by
season and includes snowmobiling,
ice fishing, camping, fishing, ATV
riding, firewood cutting, etc.
During the nondenning season,
these activities are generally
confined to Upper Whitefish Lake,
the surrounding area, and along
open roads.

Access management Is a major
factor in managing grizzly bear
habitat. The subunit includes
several open roads (Upper
Whitefish, West Fork, Swede,
Stryker Ridge, and Johnson) and
the seasonally restricted (March
15 through June 30) Antice Road.
Other roads in the area are
restricted year-round with gates
or berms (FIGURE F-4 — EXISTING
ROADS AND ROAD MANAGEMENT IN THE
UPPER WHITEFISH GRIZZLY BEAR
SUBUNIT). To measure disturbance
associated with open and total
roads, a moving-windows analysis
(Ake 1994) was used.
Additionally, areas that are 500
meters from open or gated roads

were defined as potential security
core habitat. The road-management
scenario in this subunit yields
precise-open-road (POR) density
(greater than 1 mile per square
mile) of 31.8 percent; precise-
total-road (PTR) density (greater
than 2 miles per square mile) of
33.8 percent; and 51.6 percent of
potential-security-core area.

DNRC committed to design projects
not to exceed the POR or decrease
the amount of potential security
core realized in 1996 baseline
(ARM 36.11.432 [1][c and d]),
unless approved by the Forest
Management Bureau Chief (ARM
36.11.432 [c][ii] and [d][i])- In
1996, the POR was 32.9 percent,
PTR was 41.2 percent (no
commitment under ARM), and 43.8
percent was security core (TABLE
F-5 — EXISTING AND BASELINE
ACCESS-MANAGEMENT PARAMETERS FOR
THE UPPER WHITEFISH GRIZZLY BEAR
SUBUNIT). In the present
situation, grizzly bears benefited
by the reduced disturbance
realized in the subunit. Managing
motorized access reduces the
potential for mortality,
displacement from important
habitats, and habituation to
humans, and provides relatively
secure habitat to reduce the
energetic requirements
(Interagency Grizzly Bear
Committee [IGBC] 1998).

In addition to the timber
harvesting proposed under this
alternative, a native culvert
restoration project is included.
This project would require
“walking” an excavator to the head
of Stryker Basin to remove earthen
Ffill from over numerous logs that
were used to form a culvert for

TABLE F-5 - EXISTING AND BASELINE ACCESS MANAGEMENT PARAMETERS FOR THE UPPER
WHITEFISH GRIZZLY BEAR SUBUNIT.

CURRENT 1996
PARAMETER CONDITION BASEL INE
POR density (percent exceeding 1 mile per square mile) 31.8 32.9
PTR density (percent exceeding 2 miles per square mile) 33.8 41.2
Potential security core area (percent greater than 500 51._6% 43 8%
meters from potential motorized disturbance) ) )
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the existing road prism. DNRC
hydrologist and fisheries
biologists are concerned that
these culverts will fail in the
future and contribute high amounts
of sediment to the West Fork of
Swift Creek, which could affect
bull and westslope cutthroat trout
reproduction and survival (refer
to APPENDIX C - WATERSHED AND
HYDROLOGY ANALYSIS and APPENDIX E
- FISHERIES ANALYSIS). Access to
these culverts would require use
of a road that, presently, is
bermed and water-barred, making it
relatively impassable to motorized
vehicles.

Direct Effects

o Direct Effects of No-Action Alternative .4
to Grizzly Bears

No additional direct effects
would occur under this
alternative.

o Direct Effects to Grizzly Bears Common fo
Action Alternative B and C

Under these alternatives,
disturbance would increase due
to activities in the harvest
areas and on the associated
access roads. Due to the amount
of area, Action Alternative B is
expected to result in more
direct negative effects than
Action Alternative C. The
specific road disturbance will
be discussed under the
cumulative effects analysis.

To accomplish the harvests, some
restricted roads would be used
for commercial purposes, but
public use would not be allowed
over a period of several years.
Disturbances associated with
these roads are expected to
result in decreased use of
adjacent habitats by grizzly
bears and will be discussed
under Cumulative Effects.

Indirect Effects

Indirect Effects of No-Action Alernative
A to Grizzly Bears

No additional habitat would be
altered. Hiding cover would be
retained within the proposed
harvest areas. In time,
increases in canopy cover could
reduce forage production. No
additional disturbance due to
road use would occur.
Therefore, negligible effects
are expected.

Indirect Effects to Grizzly Bears Common
to Action Alternatives B and C

Under Action Alternatives B and
C, timber harvesting would
reduce hiding cover. To assess
the reduction in hiding cover,
hiding cover is expected to be
removed in all harvest areas
where harvesting reduces
overstory cover to 50 percent or
less. Timber harvesting would
reduce hiding cover in the
project area by 1,270 acres
under Action Alternative B and
938 acres under Action
Alternative C. In both cases,
visual screening would be
retained along open roads (ARM
36.11.432[1])-. The loss of
hiding cover is expected to be
short-term due to the rapid
regeneration expected from the
shrub component. Therefore,
this alternative is expected to
result in negligible, short-term
(5 to 10 years) negative effects
to grizzly bears.

Following treatment, reduced
canopy cover and burning could
stimulate berry-producing plants
and other forage items (Marten
1979, Zager 1980). However,
mechanical scarification or a
hot fire may reduce the response
of berry-producing plants (Zager
1980). In areas with large
patches of berry-producing
plants, attempts would be made
to avoid these patches or
minimize damage to vegetative
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organs when mechanically
scarifying the area. Increased
forage would be approximately
proportional to canopy removal.
Therefore, forage increases are
expected to be higher with
Action Alternative B than Action
Alternative C. Additionally,
Action Alternative B could
increase reproduction of
whitebark pine, a high energy
autumn food source, by opening
the forest canopy in Harvest
Area 11l1. The effects of both
action alternatives would be
positive and minor.

Cumulative Effects

Cumulative Effects of No-Action
Alternative A to Grizzly Bears

Under No-Action Alternative A,
motorized access to the area
would remain unchanged. In the
short-term, hiding cover would
be retained at the highest
amount of any alternative.
Forest succession would continue
and could reduce food sources
for grizzly bears, but increase
the amount of hiding cover.
Since hiding cover does not
appear limiting in the subunit,
maintaining this cover at the
expense of food resources could
reduce the quality of grizzly
bear forage habitat in the
subunit through time, resulting
in negative minor effects.

Cumulative Effects of Action Allernative
B to Grizzly Bears

Under Action Alternative B,
timber harvesting would not
reduce hiding cover below 40
percent in any subunit. Since
the subunit contains over 40
percent hiding cover, no
measurable effects to grizzly
bears are expected.

Impacts to grizzly bears occur
when the open-road density
exceeds 1 mile per square mile
because at this road density
bears tend to avoid otherwise
suitable habitat (Mace et al.

1997). Under this alternative,
grizzly bears are expected to
avoid an additional 1,368 acres
of habitat due to the increased
motorized use on roads
associated with the timber
harvests. Additionally, 1,052
acres of potential security
would be lost (FIGURE F-5 —
EXISTING POTENTIAL SECURITY CORE
AREAS AND THOSE AFFECTED UNDER
EACH ALTERNATIVE IN THE UPPER
WHITEFISH GRIZZLY BEAR SUBUNIT).
Additional losses to security
core would occur due to the
native-culvert removals in
Stryker Basin; however, this
disturbance would occur for only
about 1 week during the summer
period when habitat is most
abundant. The disturbance
associated with the native-
culvert removals would be
limited to a backhoe and a small
crew that would remove culverts
on Stryker Basin Road. This
alternative would reduce the
amount of habitat available to
grizzly bears to less than was
available in 1996 and exceeds
ARM 36.11.432(1)(c) and (d).
During alternative development,
this alternative received the
approval by the Forest
Management Bureau Chief (ARM
36.11.432 [c][ii] and [d][i])-
The loss of habitat increases
the energetic cost for grizzly
bears using the area. In
addition, increased access also
increases the risk of mortality
for bears. To mitigate this
increased risk, any currently
restricted road would retain the
restriction to the general
public. Additionally,
contractors would not be allowed
to carry firearms on restricted
roads (ARM 36.11.432[1][m]
referencing open-road density
levels).

To mitigate the loss of grizzly
bear habitat, several scenarios
exist. The use of 3 road

systems (Whitefish Saddle, North
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Johnson, and Twin Lakes roads)
requires mitigation or an
exception to ARM
36.11.432(1) () (1i).

To mitigate the Whitefish Saddle
Road, DNRC would move the
existing gate on Johnson Road
down to the base of the hill
(Site A on Alternative B Map in
CHAPTER 11) to maintain road
restrictions. Road restrictions
would be maintained for the year
(April 1 through November 15)
that the Whitefish Saddle Road
is used for more than 7 trips
per week or 30 consecutive days.
This scenario successfully
mitigates the loss of habitat
associated with the construction
and use of Whitefish Saddle Road
(TABLE F-6 — THE EXISTING,
PROPOSED, AND MITIGATED POR
UNDER ACTION ALTERNATIVE B).

There are several scenarios to
mitigate for using the Johnson
Road system:

= Scenario 1 would require
restriction of Stryker Ridge
Road just past the
intersection with Antice
Road. This restriction would
apply for the year(s) that
the Johnson Road system was
used for more than 7 trips
per week or 30 consecutive
days. If this were not
acceptable,

= Scenario 2 would extend the
existing spring seasonal
closure on the Antice Road to
the full year for each year
the Johnson Road system
exceeds 7 trips per week or
30 consecutive days of
motorized use.

With the Johnson closure
mitigation included in the
project design and
implementation of 1 of the 2
scenarios, grizzly bears could
be displaced from the project
area; however, DNRC would reduce
disturbance in other areas to
offset the habitat affected by
road use associated with the
proposed timber harvests. IFf
these mitigations were
implemented, bears would be
displaced from the specific
habitats iIn the project area,
but would have other habitats
secured for them to “displace
into”. Therefore, with the
above-mentioned mitigations, the
effects of this alternative are
expected to be negligible.

Scenarios 1 and 2 both increase
the amount of habitat affected
as compared to the existing
condition; however, both
scenarios reduce the amount of
habitat affected to less than
the 1996 baseline (TABLE F-6 —
THE EXISTING, PROPOSED, AND
MITIGATED POR UNDER ACTION
ALTERNATIVE B).

= Scenario 3 would not
incorporate road-disturbance
mitigations while harvesting
in Harvest Area Il11. The
alternative practice
authorized by the Forest
Management Bureau Chief (ARM
36.11.432[c] and 36.11.449)
would be required for this
scenario.

With the authorized
alternative practice, the
increased road disturbance
could result in grizzly bears

TABLE F-6 - THE EXISTING, PROPOSED, AND MITIGATED POR UNDER ACTION ALTERNATIVE B

HARVEST AREA HARVEST
ACTION JOHNSON HARVEST 11 WITH AREA 111
1996 EXISTING | ALTERNATIVE CLOSURE AREA 111 STRYKER WITH
BASELINE | CONDITION B WITHOUT MITIGATION WITHOUT RIDGE ANTICE
MITIGATION MITIGATION CLOSURE CLOSURE
MITIGATION MITIGATION
32.9% 31.8% 36.0% 32.7% 34.0% 31.5% 31.4%
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avoiding an additional 732
acres over the currently
available habitat and 358
acres over the levels
experienced during the 1996
baseline. The area where
displacement of bears is
expected provides good
quality summer and autumn
habitat. Displacement from
these areas during the summer
and autumn periods could
result in increased energy
expenditures and decreased
forage consumption resulting
in reductions of weight gain.
Since bears are dependent on
weight gain for survival and
reproduction during the
denning period, the
displacement of bears from
these good quality habitats
could affect winter survival
and reproduction. The scope
of these effects is unknown
and depends on a bear’s
ability to live in a
disturbed area or seek out
suitable undisturbed habitat.
These effects would be
present for at least the
duration of the harvesting
activities in Harvest Area
111 (approximately 3
nondenning seasons).

The combination of the timber
harvesting proposed under Action
Alternative B and the native
culvert removal would reduce
potential security core areas to
less than the 1996 baseline,
thereby violating ARM
36.11.432(d). If this
alternative is selected,
approval by the Forest
Management Bureau Chief would be
required (ARM 36.11.432 [d][i])-
Road access to Harvest Areas 111
would reduce security core areas
by 1,052 acres, but still retain
enough security core area to
exceed the 1996 baseline. After
1996, Stryker Basin Road was
bermed and water barred. This
action increased the potential

security core by approximately
2,500 acres. Therefore, while
the timber sale in Harvest Area
I1l is active, security core
areas would be reduced, but
would still be above the levels
experienced in 1996. The
combined use of North Johnson
Road for timber harvesting and
Stryker Basin Road for accessing
the native culverts would result
in a loss of security core area
to less than 1996 levels.
Options to restrict other roads
in the subunit for long periods
of time are extremely limited
and not overly practical.
Therefore, an exception to ARM
36.11.432(d) would be required
for the native culvert removal.
This project would occur between
August 15 and September 15 and
would be expected to last
approximately 1 week. The
culvert removal could be
expected to prevent impacts to
bull and native cutthroat trout
(see APPENDIX C—WATERSHED AND
FISHERIES ANALYSIS and APPENDIX
E—FISHERIES ANALYSIS). The loss
of security core area for 1 week
during the late summer period is
expected to be negligible. In
addition, the culvert removal
would further inhibit illegal
motorized use. Following
completion of this project, all
roads would revert to their
existing management.

Cumulative Effects of Action Alternative C
to Grizzly Bears

Under Action Alternative C,
timber harvesting would not
reduce hiding cover below 40
percent in the subunit. Since
the subunit estimates are well
above 40 percent, no measurable
effects to grizzly bears are
expected.

Impacts to grizzly bears could
intensify when the open-road
density exceeds 1 mile per
square mile because at this road
density bears tend to avoid
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otherwise suitable habitat (Mace
et al. 1997). Under this
alternative, grizzly bears are
expected to avoid 556 acres of
habitat due to the increased
motorized use on roads
associated with timber
harvesting. To mitigate this
increase, the gated closure on
Johnson Road would be moved down
to the base of the hill (Site A
on Alternative C Map in CHAPTER
I11). This mitigation would
reduce habitat avoidance to 309
acres over the existing
condition. This iIncreased
amount of habitat disturbance is
still less then those
experienced during the 1996
baseline conditions.
Additionally, 166 acres of
potential security core area
would be lost for the duration
of the harvesting and
postharvesting activities in
Harvest Area 11-P (TABLE F-7 —
THE EXISTING, PROPOSED, AND
MITIGATED POR UNDER ACTION
ALTERNATIVE C). Additional
losses to security core would
occur due to the repair of the
native culvert in Stryker Basin.
However, this disturbance would
occur for only about 1 week

during the summer period when
habitat is most abundant. This
disturbance would be limited to
a backhoe and a small crew that
would remove culverts on Stryker
Basin Road. This alternative
would not reduce the amount of
habitat available to grizzly
bears to less than was available
in 1996 and does not exceed the
limit of ARM 36.11.432(1)(c) or
(d). During implementation of
the project, small losses of
habitat could occur that
increase the energetic cost for
grizzly bears using the area.
In addition, increased access
also increases the risk of
mortality for bears. To
mitigate this increased risk,
any currently restricted road
would retain the restriction to
the general public.
Additionally, contractors would
be restricted from carrying
firearms on restricted roads
(ARM 36.11.432[1][m])- Since
these losses would affect a
small area and be short term,
this alternative is expected to
have minor negative effects.
Following completion of this
project, all roads would revert
to their existing management.

TABLE F-7 - THE EXISTING, PROPOSED, AND MITIGATED POR UNDER ACTION ALTERNATIVE C

ALTERNATIVE C
1996 EXISTING
BASEL INE CONDITION WITHOUT MOVING THE MOVING THE
JOHNSON GATE JOHNSON GATE
32.9% 31.8% 32.7%
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SENSITIVE SPECIES

When conducting forest-management
activities, the SFLMP directs DNRC
to give special consideration to the
several “sensitive” species. These
species are sensitive to human
activities, have special habitat
requirements that may be altered by
timber management, or may become
listed under the Federal Endangered
Species Act if management activities
result in continued adverse impacts.
Because sensitive species usually
have specific habitat requirements,

consideration of their needs serves
as a useful “fine filter” for
ensuring that the primary goal of
maintaining healthy and diverse
forests is met. The following
sensitive species were considered
for analysis. As shown in TABLE F-8
- LISTED SENSITIVE SPECIES FOR NWLO
SHOWING THE STATUS OF THESE
SENSITIVE SPECIES IN RELATION TO
THIS PROJECT, each sensitive species
was either included in the following
analysis or dropped from further
analysis for various reasons.

TABLE F-8 -

LISTED SENSITIVE SPECIES FOR NWLO SHOWING THE STATUS OF THESE SPECIES

IN RELATION TO THIS PROJECT

SPECIES

DETERMINATION - BASIS

Black-backed
woodpecker

No further analysis conducted — No burned habitat occurs in
the project area.

Coeur d’Alene
Salamander

No further analysis conducted — No moist talus or streamside
talus habitat occurs in the project area.

Columbian sharp-tailed
grouse

No further analysis conducted — No suitable grassland
communities occur in the project area.

Common loon

No further analysis conducted — Neither alternative would
occur near Upper Whitefish Lake.

Ferruginous hawk

No further analysis conducted — No suitable grassland
communities occur in the project area.

Fisher

Included — Potential fisher habitat occurs in the project
area.

Flammulated owl

No further analysis conducted — No dry ponderosa pine
habitats occur in the project area.

Harlequin duck

No further analysis conducted — Neither alternative would
occur near Swift Creek.

Mountain plover

No further analysis conducted — No suitable grassland
communities occur in the project area.

Northern bog lemming

No further analysis conducted — No sphagnum bogs or other
fen/moss mats occur in the area.

Pileated woodpecker

Included — Western larch/Douglas-fir and mixed conifer
habitats occur in the area.

Townsend’s big-eared
bat

No further analysis conducted — No caves or mine tunnels
occur in the project area.
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> Fisher

Due to their use of mature and
late-successional forested
habitats, fishers are listed by
DNRC as a sensitive species (DNRC
1996). DNRC’s strategy to
conserve fishers in a managed
landscape is aimed at protecting
valuable resting habitat near
riparian areas and maintaining
travel corridors.

Fishers are generalist predators
and use a variety of successional

stages, but are disproportionately

found in stands with dense canopy
(Powell 1982, Johnson 1984).
Fishers appear to be highly
selective of resting and denning
sites. In the Rocky Mountains,
fishers appear to prefer late-
successional coniferous forests

for resting sites and use riparian

areas disproportionately to their

availability. Fishers tend to use

areas within 155 feet of water.
Such areas contain large live
trees, snags, and logs, which are

used for resting and denning sites

and dense canopy cover, which is
important for snow intercept
(Jones 1991). Field
reconnaissance indicates that all
of the proposed harvest areas
provide fisher habitat. However,
in some of the areas, large snags
and downed wood are rare, while
relatively abundant in other
areas. Timber harvesting and

associated road construction could
affect fishers by altering habitat

and/or increasing susceptibility
to trapping.

Trapping pressure was responsible

for the extirpation of fisher over

most of their range by the 1930s.
Although they again inhabit this
area, populations remain
vulnerable to trapping because

fishers are easily caught in traps

set for martens, bobcats, and

coyotes; however, fishers are rare

and are not trapped often.
Vulnerability to trapping is
influenced by the miles of road,

both open and closed.

The Upper Whitefish Grizzly Bear
Subunit was used to assess
cumulative effects. For a
description of the subunit and
ownership, refer to the Grizzly
Bear portion of this analysis. In
the cumulative effects analysis
area, State trust lands provide
potential denning/resting,
foraging, and travel habitats.
Currently, these areas are highly
connected, thereby allowing
fishers to use and move relatively
unimpeded through the project area
and the subunit.

Direct Effects

o Direct Effects of No-Action Alternative .4
to Fishers

No additional human disturbance
or increased vulnerability to
trapping would occur.

o Direct Effects to Fishers Common to
Action Alternative B and C

Under each action alternative,
some displacement could occur;
however, the effects of this
displacement would be minor.
The risk of displacement is
approximately proportional to
the amount of habitat affected;
therefore, Action Alternative B
(1,270 acres) poses more risk
than does Action Alternative C
(938 acres).

Under Action Alternative B, 3.4
miles of new or temporary road
would be constructed, while 3.1
miles of road would be
constructed under Action
Alternative C. The new
temporary roads would increase
access into the project area.
Following use, these roads would
be obliterated or restricted,
thereby inhibiting use during
the nonwinter period. However,
during the winter period, access
into the harvest areas via
snowmobile would be increased.
This increased access could
result in increased fisher
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mortality due to trapping.
However, since fishers are rare
and many of the areas are
already accessible, no
substantial changes to fisher
vulnerability are expected.

Indirect Effects

o Indirect Effects of NVo-Action Allernative
A to Fishers

Fisher habitat would remain
relatively unchanged in the
short-term. In the longer-term,
more resting/denning habitat
would develop. Fishers would
benefit from the iIncreased
habitat and no increase in
mortality risk, resulting in a
potential increase in fisher use
in the area.

o Indirect Effects of Action .Alternative B to
Fishers

Under Action Alternative B,
1,270 acres of habitat would be
modified. In regeneration-
harvest areas (1,198 acres),
harvesting would remove fisher
habitat for a period of time (15
to 30 years) and reduce the
habitat quality in the adjacent
stands, because fishers avoid
openings (Roy 1991, Jones 1991)
and are rarely detected near
abrupt-edge habitat adjacent to
clearcuts (Heinemeyer,
unpublished). The retention of
seedtrees and snags would
provide resting/denning
structure for the future stand.
However, these resources would
be reduced by nearly 50 percent
following harvesting. The
regenerating areas could provide
foraging habitat (snowshoe hare
habitat) in the future (15 to 30
years). A 100-foot, no-harvest
buffer along the West Fork and
Stryker and Johnson creeks would
be retained to protect potential
high quality resting habitat and
travel corridors, since fishers
travel along stream courses and
prefer habitats in proximity of
water (Jones 1991, Heinemeyer

1993). This proposed
alternative would reduce fisher
habitat in the harvest areas;
however, habitat and travel
corridors along perennial
streams would be retained to
provide fisher resting/denning
habitat and allow movement
through the project area.

Within each harvest area, snags
and large trees would be
retained to provide
denning/resting sites in the
future. This would reduce the
amount of time needed to become
Ffisher habitat from 100+ years
to develop resting structure to
15 to 30 years needed to develop
horizontal cover. The reduction
of denning/resting sites and
foraging habitat in the uplands
would result in increased energy
expenditures, while decreasing
forage opportunities. This
alternative is expected to
remove fisher habitat, while
retaining travel corridors along
stream courses, resulting in
minor negative effects to
Fishers.

Indirect Effects of Action Alernative C to
Fishers

Under Action Alternative C, the
same effects discussed above are
expected; however, this
alternative would not harvest in
Harvest Area 111 (332 acres).
Harvest Area I1ll has less
desirable fisher habitat than
the other areas in the flatter
topography; therefore, this
alternative would result in
slightly less minor effects to
fisher.

Cumulative Effects

Cumulative Effects of Al Alternatives to
Fishers

Salvage operations and firewood
cutting on State trust lands has
decreased habitat. Salvage and
regeneration harvests,
especially in mature and late
successional stands, has reduced
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the amount of habitat available
on State trust lands. Habitat
conditions on USFS lands are
expected to improve in time;
however, these lands occur
higher In the drainage and are
probably used less by fishers
than the lower elevations.

Under all alternatives, movement
corridors from the project area
into the cumulative effects area
would be retained. The effects
of the new roads discussed above
would also apply to the
cumulative effects area.
Overall, Action Alternative B
would combine with other
activities on DNRC-managed to
produce minor negative effects
to fishers. Slightly less minor
effects are expected under
Action Alternative C.

> TPileated Woodpecker

Pileated woodpeckers, listed by
DNRC as sensitive, play an
important ecological role by
excavating cavities that are
used in subsequent years by many
other species of birds and
mammals.

Pileated woodpeckers excavate
the largest cavities of any
woodpecker. Preferred nest
trees are western larch,
ponderosa pine, cottonwood, and
quaking aspen, usually 20 inches
dbh and larger. Pileated
woodpeckers primarily eat
carpenter ants, which inhabit
large downed logs, stumps, and
snags. Aney and McClelland
(1985) described pileated
nesting habitat as “stands of 50
to 100 contiguous acres,
generally below 5,000 feet in
elevation with basal areas of
100 to 125 square feet per acre
and a relatively closed canopy.”
The feeding and nesting habitat
requirements, including large
snags or decayed trees for
nesting and downed wood for
feeding, closely tie these
woodpeckers to mature forests

with late-successional
characteristics. The density of
pileated woodpeckers is
positively correlated with the
amount of dead and/or dying wood
in a stand (McClelland 1979).

Potential pileated woodpecker
nesting habitat was identified
by searching the SLI database
for “old stands’ with more than
100 square feet basal area per
acre, more than 40 percent
canopy cover, and below 5,000
feet in elevation. Due to the
relatively high elevation of the
project area, the pileated
woodpecker is limited to the
drainage bottoms in the project
area. Only Harvest Area 11
(except Subarea I11-H) provides
pileated woodpecker habitat.
Harvest Areas | and 111 are
above 5,000 feet in elevation
and are unlikely to be used
often or heavily. Older-aged
stands with dense amounts of
deadwood would provide pileated
with nesting habitat, younger-
aged stands could provide
feeding or lower quality nesting
habitats. Since even the
subareas in Harvest Area Il are
at the upper extremes used by
pileated woodpeckers, this
habitat is probably marginal.

The project area is large
enough (approximately 5,035
acres) to provide habitat for
several pairs of pileated
woodpeckers. OFf this area,
approximately 3,000 acres
occur at less than 5,000 feet
in elevation, with 433 acres
currently unsuitable due to
past harvesting. Since the
project area could provide
habitat for several pairs of
pileated woodpeckers, the
cumulative-effects analysis
area is the project area.
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Direct Effects

Direct Effects of No-Action Alternative 4
to Pileated Woodpeckers

No disturbance of pileated
woodpeckers would occur.

Direct Effects to Pileated Woodpeckers
Common to JAction .Alternatives B and C

Under the action alternatives,
pileated woodpeckers could be
affected if harvesting occurred
during the nesting period.
Nesting woodpeckers could be
displaced by harvesting
activities. The effects of
harvesting disturbance are
unknown; however, Bull et al.
(1995) observed a discernible
woodpecker roosting near a
harvest area consistently
throughout harvesting.
Additionally, mortality of
individual woodpeckers could
occur if nest trees were
inadvertently cut. This risk
would be low because most nest
trees possess some rot;
therefore, they have low
merchantability and would likely
not be harvested. Action
Alternative B would result in a
low risk of directly affecting
pileated woodpeckers. Action
Alternative C would result in a
slightly less risk of directly
affecting pileated woodpeckers
than Action Alternative B.

Indirect Effects

Indirect Effects of No-Action Alternative .4

to Pileated Woodpeckers

The existing trees would
continue to grow and die, thus
providing potential nesting and
foraging substrate for pileated
woodpeckers. However, as these
trees die, barring any
disturbance, replacement trees
(shade-intolerant) would not be
present. Therefore, under this
alternative, pileated woodpecker
habitat would increase through
time, then decline, resulting in
a short- to mid-term moderate
beneficial effect to pileated

woodpeckers, but a long-term
minor negative effect.

Indirect Effects to Pileated Woodpeckers
Common to Action .AlUernatives B and C

Under Action Alternatives B and
C, 775 acres of pileated
woodpecker habitat in the
project would be modified. All
of these areas would experience
a regeneration harvest, thereby
reducing the quality of nesting
habitat for a long period of
time in all proposed harvest
areas (McClelland 1979). Some
of the dominant and clumps of
trees would be retained and
would be expected to increase
growth rates due to reduced
competition. Additionally,
large snags would be targeted
for retention, especially
western larch shags greater than
21 inches dbh, thereby retaining
some feeding and nesting
structures in the harvest area.
However, some snags could be
lost due to harvesting. These
snags would be left on site to
provide feeding substrates for
pileated woodpeckers and other
wildlife species. These
alternatives are expected to
result in negligible negative
effects to pileated woodpeckers.
In the longer term, seral
species would be planted under
this alternative and could
provide pileated woodpecker
habitat in the distant future.

Cumulative Effects

Cumulative Effects of No-Action
Alternative A lo Pileated Woodpeckers

Pileated woodpecker habitat in
and around the project area
would increase through time on
DNRC lands, then decline. This
alternative would result in
continued retention of the
existing pileated woodpecker
habitat on DNRC lands. These
conditions would result in
continued retention of pileated
woodpecker habitat.
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o Cumulative Effects to Pileated
Wooodpeckers Common to .Action
Alternatives B and C

Under Action Alternatives B and
C, potential habitat would be
reduced; this loss would be
additive to past harvesting and
salvaging on DNRC lands. Under
both action alternatives,
pileated woodpecker habitat in
the analysis area would be
reduced by 775 acres. The
reduction iIs expected to
cumulatively contribute to
reduced habitat quality and
quantity in the analysis area.
However, since the analysis area
occurs in higher elevation and,
presumably, lower habitat
quality, any effects would be
negligible. Following
harvesting, enough habitat is
expected to remain in the
project area to support at
least 1 pair of woodpeckers.
The long-term minor benefit
could be realized by the
regeneration of shade-intolerant
tree species that are important
nesting structures.

BIG GAME SPECIES

Deer, elk, and moose inhabit the
project area. However, due to heavy
snow accumulations and high
elevation, big game use of the
project area is restricted to the
nonwinter period. During the
nonwinter period, forage and hiding
cover are important components for
these species. The project area
provides dense hiding cover in both
harvested and unharvested stands.

To assess cumulative effects, the
Upper Whitefish Grizzly Bear Subunit
was considered.

DIRECT EFFECTS

o Direct Effects of JNo-Action Allernative 1 to
Big Game Species

No additional human disturbance or
increased vulnerability to hunting
would occur.

o  Fffects of Action Alternative B and C to Big
Game Species

Under each action alternative,
some displacement could occur;
however, the effects of this
displacement would be minor. The
risk of displacement is
approximately proportional to the
amount of habitat affected;
therefore, Action Alternative B
(1,270 acres) poses more risk than
does Action Alternative C (938
acres). Any use of restricted
roads during the project period
would require the contractor to
keep the road restricted to the
public with a sign during active
periods and with a locked gate
during inactive periods (nights,
weekends, breakdowns, etc.). This
mitigation measure would result in
no increased direct effects to big
game species.

INDIRECT EFFECTS

o Indirect Effects of the JNVo-.dction Allernative
A to Big Game Species

No changes to big game habitat
would occur in the short-term. In
the longer-term, forage items
could be reduced as canopy cover
increases. These changes would be
slow and localized. Hiding cover
is not expected to change
dramatically over time. This
alternative is expected to result
in negligible effects.

o Indirect Effects of Action Alternative 3 and
Cto Big Game Species

Removal of the overstory canopy
closure is expected to increase
forage items, but would also
reduce hiding cover. The
reduction in hiding cover is
expected to be short-term due to
the rapid regrowth of shrubs in
the project area. Visual
screening would be retained along
open roads in the project area.
Since Action Alternative B would
affect more area than Action
Alternative C, these effects would
be more pronounced in the project
area under Action Alternative B.
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However, these effects are
expected to be negligible and
could result in slight habitat
shifts.

CUMULATIVE EFFECTS

o Cumulative Effects of Al Alternatives to
Big Game Species

Under all alternatives,
vegetative cover, especially
along streams, would allow
movement into and out of the
project area. Harvest areas are

expected to increase forage
production in the cumulative
effects area, with Action
Alternatives B expected to produce
more forage than Action
Alternative C. No increases in
forage production are expected due
to No-Action Alternative A. Since
no other projects are planned in
the cumulative effects area, the
effects discussed for the project
area also hold true for the
cumulative effects area.
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APPENDIX G

ECONOMIC ANALYSIS

INTRODUCTION
The West Fork Timber Sale Project

TABLE G-1 - SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC
INFORMATION FOR FLATHEAD AND LINCOLN

is located in Stillwater State COUNTIES

Forest, north of Whitefish in Demographic | Flathead Lincoln | Montana
Flathead County. The project is Population

in an area of relatively low 1990 59,218 17,481 799,065
population density and has Population

produced timber for the area mills | 2000 74,471 18,837 902,195
since the early 1900s. The focus | Growth Rate 2.4% 0.8% 1.2%
of the economic section will be on [Median Age 37.2 38.2 37.8
market activities that directly or [schrool

indirectly benefit the Montana Enrol Iment 13,000 3,012 157,560

education system, generate revenue
for the school trust funds, and
provide funding for public
buildings.

Flathead and Lincoln counties have
historically provided both
manufacturing and recreational
pursuits. Manufacturing has
historically focused on mining and
timber, as well as a limited amount
of agriculture processing.
Recreation has focused on Glacier
National Park, as well as the many
lakes and mountains in the region.
Mining has declined within the area
in recent years, while timber has
remained comparatively steady or
declined slightly.

EXISTING CONDITIONS

The location of Stillwater State
Forest in relation to purchasers
likely to be interested in timber
sales necessitates analyzing
economic and demographic data for
both Flathead and Lincoln counties,
although there is a potential for
purchasers further south and west to
be interested in this sale. TABLE
G-1 — SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC
INFORMATION FOR FLATHEAD AND LINCOLN
COUNTIES contains selected
demographic information for each of
these counties and for the entire
State.

Flathead County is known for its
production of “Flathead cherries”.
Flathead County also has a large
wood-products sector producing a
variety of products that include
dimensional lumber, plywood, and
molding. In addition to wood
products, Flathead County also has a
large recreation industry that
include the primary entrances to
Glacier National Park and Big
Mountain, a large and major ski
destination.

Lincoln County is located in the
northwest corner of Montana.
Historically, both mining and wood
manufacturing played a large role in
the County’s economic activities.

In recent years, mining has declined
in the region and the timber
industry has remained as one of the
primary employers. An abundance of
forests, lakes/streams, and wildlife
have made the area also heavily used
by recreationalists.

School enrollment for kindergarten
through grade 12 in the 2 counties
combined is over 16,000.

The data in TABLE G-2 — COVERED
WAGES AND EMPLOYMENT IN 2002 FOR
SELECTED INDUSTRIES IN FLATHEAD AND
LINCOLN COUNTIES shows employment
and income in selected industry
categories for each of the 2



TABLE G-2 — COVERED WAGES AND EMPLOYMENT

FLATHEAD AND LINCOLN COUNTIES

IN 2002 FOR SELECTED

INDUSTRIES IN

FLATHEAD COUNTY LINCOLN COUNTY
AVERAGE ANNUAL AVERAGE ANNUAL
INDUSTRY ANNUAL WAGES AYESQSE ANNUAL WAGES AxﬁiﬁfE
EMPLOYMENT (000) EMPLOYMENT (000)
Agriculture,
forestry, and
fishing 424 $13,717 | $32,340 236 $6,655 $28,201
Forestry 70 10,392 36,898 210 5,893 28,020
Construction 2,411 73,054 30,295 193 5,190 26,928
Manufacturing 3,264 122,266 37,461 664 21,082 31,755
Lumber 1,426 55,536 38,945 575 19,190 33,384
Metals 475 21,280 44,800 NA NA NA
Transportation 659 18,072 27,410 127 2,554 20,180
Trade 5,776 124,546 21,563 640 10,144 15,850
Eating and
drinking
establishments 2,685 29,392 10,259 363 2,969 8,178
Finance,
insurance, and
real estate 1,797 57,826 32,180 163 7,388 19,907
Services 9,736 290,648 19,875 1,554 24,177 15,557
Hotels, etc. 1,254 18,908 15,074 99 1,101 11,109
Amusement and
recreation 952 12,667 13,306 81 985 12,221
Government 4,389 136,196 31,035 1,393 42,552 30,542
Total all
industries 33,446 | $853,132 | $25,508 5,085 | $118,983 $23,399
counties that are included iIn the and 43 percent higher than the

analysis. Economic activity within
the 2 counties varies substantially,
although both counties have timber-
related industry present. Lincoln
County is less populated and less
developed than Flathead County.

Lincoln County has a substantially
smaller labor force and a smaller
number of workers employed in
timber-related jobs. The average
wage in the timber industry is 53
percent higher than the overall
average wage in Flathead County
(38,945 divided by 25,508 times 100)

overall average wage in Lincoln
County (33,384 divided by 23,399
times 100). Service-industry wages
are lower than the overall average
wage in both counties. The service
industries provide employment for
over twice as many workers as the
timber industry in Lincoln County
and nearly 9 times as many workers
as the timber industry in Flathead
County. The average wage in the
service iIndustry is almost one-half
of the average wage in the timber
industry in both counties.
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ALTERNATIVE EFFECTS
DIRECT EFFECTS
Three options are being analyzed in

this Environmental

Impact Statement:

No-Action Alternative A; Action
Alternative B, which includes
harvesting an estimated 61,750 tons
(9.5 MMBF) of timber; and Action
Alternative C, which includes
harvesting an estimated 37,115 tons

(5.7 MMBF) of timber.

The following

estimates are intended for relative
comparison of alternatives and not
intended to be absolute estimates of
returns, taxes, employment, or
wages.

Direct Effects of No-Action Alternative 4

None of the employment, income, or
trust fund effects that result
from the action alternatives would
occur.

Direct Effects of Action Alternatives B and C
Timber Sale Effects

TABLE G-3 — ESTIMATED REVENUES AND
EXPENDITURES FROM THE WEST FORK OF
SWIFT CREEK TIMBER SALE PROJECT

displays the estimated revenue and
expenditures associated with the

West Fork Timber Sale Project.
The 2 alternatives analyzed may,
for administrative purposes, be
broken into smaller sales, but are
treated as a unit for the purpose
of this analysis. The volume for
Action Alternative B is 61,750
tons, or 9.5 MMBF. The
corresponding volume associated
with Action Alternative C is
37,115 tons, or 5.7 MMBF. The
areas associated with each
alternative are identified in the
map section of Chapter 11I.

Broader market and local stumpage
prices are currently well above
the long-term average. These
prices are highly dependent on the
housing market and foreign timber
imports. The housing market is
highly dependent on the interest
rate, which, in part, determines
who can “qualify” to purchase a
home. Interest rates are
currently at very low levels;
these low levels have not been
seen since the late 1950s and
early 1960s. Low interest rates
normally impact the housing market
by stimulating new construction to
satisfy the demand for housing

TABLE G-3 — ESTIMATED REVENUES AND EXPENDITURES FROM
THE WEST FORK OF SWIFT CREEK TIMBER SALE PROJECT

ACTION ACTION
ALTERNATIVE ALTERNATIVE C
B
Harvest volume 61,750 tons 37,115 tons
Stumpage price $/ton $26.55 $25.50
Forest improvement $631,750 $379,700
fund revenue
($10.20/ton)
Stumpage revenue $1,639,100 $947,600
(harvest volume
times stumpage
price)
State income (FI $2,270,850 $1,327,300
revenue plus
stumpage revenue)
Trust 1ncome $677,900 $359,000
(stumpage revenue
minus expenditures)
Expenditures* $961,200 $588, 600
Source: DNRC, Trust Land Management.

*The State does not identify expenses for individual

timber sales.

The estimates used here are based on area-
wide averages of the timber sale program.

from individuals who can
now “qualify” to purchase
a home. The growth of the
economy appears to be
increasing, as the
economic effects of the
bombing of the World Trade
Center on September 11,
2001 continues to decline.
The result of the growth
and low interest rates has
been a continued strong
housing market. Mortgage
interest rates appear to
be remaining at low
levels, which helps keep
the demand for housing
strong.

Restricted imports of
timber and sheet goods
from other countries,
primarily Canada, have
helped bolster prices by
reducing the supply of
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timber available to homebuilders.
In addition, the demand for U.S.
timber has increase due to a
combination of economic recovery
in several countries and the
devaluation of the U.S. dollar,
which makes our timber relatively
cheaper to foreign buyers. The
timber prices used in this
analysis attempt to recognize the
current market conditions.

Underlying Assumptions

Project impact estimation and
analysis assumes that most of the
economic impact associated with the
sales would take place in the 2-
county area. The estimates are
intended for comparative purposes
and do not purport to be the value
of the impacts in any absolute
sense. Stumpage prices were
determined using the current
transaction equation modified by
professional judgment to reflect
current and local market conditions
as much as possible. The estimated
stumpage price per ton for Action
Alternative B is slightly higher
than Action Alternative C because
Action alternative B has a
greater volume of timber for
sale, higher volume of timber per
acre, and higher value material
due to the quality of wood and
average dbh.

Fees collected for the FI fund
are collected from the purchaser
of the timber sale as part of
their bid. Activities funded under
this program include site
preparation, tree planting,
thinning, roadwork, right-of-way
acquisition, etc. The current FI
fee for the NWLO area is $66.50 per
MBF.

TABLE G-4 — NUMBER OF STUDENTS
SUPPORTED BY 1 YEAR OF ESTIMATED
REVENUE shows the difference in
revenue to the trusts from the 2
action alternatives.

The school trust income from a
timber sale under Action Alternative

B is estimated to be $677,900;
enough to fund the education of 96
students for 1 year based on an
average cost of $7,080, as
determined by information provided
by the Montana Office of Public
Instruction. This information is
shown in TABLE G-4 — NUMBER OF
STUDENTS SUPPORTED BY 1 YEAR OF
ESTIMATED REVENUE. If the sale does
not take place, no students are
benefited. A “cost” of not
harvesting, compared to harvesting
the timber under Action Alternative
B, is the loss of financing for 96
kindergarten through grade 12
students for 1 year.

The school trust income from a
timber sale under Action Alternative
C is estimated to be $359,000;
enough to fund the education of 51
students for 1 year based on an
average cost of $7,080, as
determined from information provided
by the Montana Office of Public
Instruction. This information is
shown in TABLE G-4 — NUMBER OF
STUDENTS SUPPORTED BY 1 YEAR OF
ESTIMATED REVENUE. If the sale does
not take place, no students are
benefited. Thus, one of the “costs”
of not harvesting the timber,
compared to harvesting under Action
Alternative C, is the loss of
financing for 51 kindergarten
through grade 12 students for 1
year .

IT the trust does not fund these
students through the sale of timber,
funding must come from other
sources, primarily property taxes.

TABLE G-4 — NUMBER OF STUDENTS SUPPORTED
BY 1 YEAR OF ESTIMATED REVENUE

ACTION ALTERNATIVE
B C
Estimated $677,900 $359,000
school revenue
Students
supported* % >

Source: Montana Department of Natural Resources
and Conservation, Trust Land Management
*Assumes all of the “trust” income would be
distributed for educational purposes.

Depending on the trust, some of the income is
distributed to a fund that earns revenue for
future education funding.
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Timber-Related Employment

Timber harvesting generates
employment. Keegan et al estimate
that on average 10.58 jobs are
created or maintained for every MMBF
of timber harvested. Both economic
theory and empirical analysis
suggest that the marginal effect of
an increase in the timber harvested
is likely to be different than the
average effect because of increasing
returns. The marginal effect may be
larger or smaller than the average.
Empirical evidence would suggest
that in a growing industry marginal
effect on employment is likely to be
smaller than the average. 1In a
contracting industry, the marginal
effect on employment could be either
larger or smaller than the average.
In most cases the marginal effect of
increased or decreased timber sales
is “lumpy”, i.e. 2 sales of the same
size under different conditions
might induce a larger-than-average
employment response in
one case and a

smal ler-than-average,
or nearly negligible,
employment response

FORESTS (MBF)

sale are unknown, the best estimate
of employment, (i.e., the average
effect on employment) should be used
since it is the best estimate
available and the marginal effect of
the sale is unknown.

A ratio of 10.58 jobs per mmbf of
wood harvested implies the direct
generation of between 60 and 100
jobs and between $2.2 and $3.7
million in wages for each
alternative as shown in TABLE G-5 —
WEST FORK 1 TIMBER SALE DIRECT
EMPLOYMENT AND INCME IMPACTS. The
wages are based on an average wage
of $37,347 for lumber industry in
both counties, using the from data
in TABLE G-1-SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC
INFORMATION FOR FLATHEAD AND LINCOLN
COUNTIES. These are the wages that
directly result from the timber
harvest. Without a timber harvest,
income would be lost to the State
and communities. Wages in the
timber industry are higher than

FIGURE G-1 — TOTAL TIMBER HARVESTED FROM MONTANA

in another.

1,600,000
FIGURE G-1 — TOTAL 1,400,000
TIMBER HARVESTED FROM
MONTANA FORESTS (MBF) B
demonstrates that the S
amount of timber being T 600,000 -
harvested in Montana 400,000 -
from all sources has 200,000 -

1,200,000 - /\/J '\/\
1,000,000 | /N
800,000 | ~—~r

A

declined since 1987. 0
The decrease in

harvesting since the
peak of 1,411 mmb¥ in
1987 has been nearly

1975

Source: Montana Department of Natural Resources, Forest Management

1983
1985
1987
1989
1991
1993
1995
1997
1999

40 percent to 854
mmbf in 1999. Mills,
such as the Louisiana-Pacific Mill
in Belgrade, recently closed, citing
a lack of available timber as part
of the cause of their closure. All
of these point to an industry
declining in size. Based on the
previous discussion, the assumption
of the average induced employment of
10.58 jobs per mmbf is reasonable.
Because the exact conditions of this

TABLE G-5 - WEST FORK TIMBER SALE
DIRECT EMPLOYMENT AND IMCOME IMPACTS
ACTION ACTION
ALTERNATIVE|ALTERNATIVE
B C
Direct
employment 100 60
Wages and
salaries $3,734,700 | $2,240,800

Appendix G — Economic Analysis
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average. This allows individuals
working in the industry to obtain
higher than average ownership of
real personal property. Since much
of the revenue for school funding
comes from property taxation, higher
levels of real property ownership
should provide for better school
funding.

In addition to these jobs,
additional employment is created
when the income earned within the
timber industry is spent to purchase
goods and services elsewhere in the
economy. There are also impacts
from the logging companies and
timber mills when they purchase
goods and services from the local
economy. Both of these effects are
important since they support other
community businesses such as grocery
and clothing stores, gas stations,
etc. The loss of the income from
this sale would mean not only the
loss of the direct income, but the
loss of the indirect income as well.

The economic impact on the schools
occurs through ways other than just
the direct contribution to the
school trust fund from the revenue
generated through timber sales. The
timber industry pays taxes on the
facilities it owns and operates. In
the year 2000, the timber industry
paid estimated taxes of over
$848,600 to the schools in Flathead
and Lincoln counties. The tax
contribution, however, may decline
in the future if more mills, such as
American Timber Company in Flathead
County, close. The closure of this
mill has reduced the tax base by an
estimated $4.4 million (Jackson,
South Wood Timber Sale EIS), thereby
reducing the taxes received by the
school districts by about $28,500.
This iIs a permanent reduction in
school funding for over 4 students
per year.

INDIRECT EFFECTS

Indirect economic impacts are much
broader than those identified above.
Some of these iImpacts are the result
of the money from the timber sales

“recycling” through the economy
several times. For example, the
money spent for groceries by the
employee of the timber mill, in
part, goes to pay the salary of the
grocery store employees; the grocery
store employees use that money to
purchase groceries for themselves.
This, in turn, generates more income
for the grocery store employees,
etc. Unfortunately, a model of the
county that could be used to
demonstrate secondary effects is not
available. In a broader State-wide
context, money paid to the woods
industry workers results in
increased State income tax
collections as well as increased
purchases in other areas of the
State. Income tax collections from
the wages of millworkers alone are
estimated to generate between
$87,000 and $146,000 in State tax
revenue, depending on which
alternative is selected. Taxes on
indirect wages would add to this tax
amount. Since State revenue is
spent on projects State-wide, the
entire State shares, in part, iIn the
benefits that result from the timber
sale. In particular, Montana
schools benefit additionally by
being able to use these revenues to
fund schools throughout the State.

Nonmarket Issues

A gquantitative analysis of the
economic value of nonmarket benefits
and costs will not be part of this
analysis because they do not
generate income for the trust,
although they do affect the well-
being of Montana residents. Because
of their effects, a short
qualitative discussion of nonmarket
issues follows.

A brief description of the
biological impacts is included in
order to identify areas where
economic values might be affected.

A more detailed discussion of the
biological impacts is found in other
sections of the report.

Environmental Modifications - The
harvest of the timber would modify
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the undisturbed development of the
forest and, as a result, would
affect both the short- and long-term
habitat and wildlife regimes. How
individuals value these
modifications is an empirical
question and may be viewed either
positively or negatively by
different individuals. The
estimation of the net social benefit
or loss of the impacts described in
this EIS is an empirical issue that
does not directly affect the school
trust fund.

Human Use — The harvest area has
been historically used for
recreational purposes such as
hiking, hunting, and fishing. While
the use of these areas is likely to
decline or change during the period
of logging, long-term overall use of
the area is expected to remain high.
Some nonmarket uses are unlikely to
change. Fishing, for example,
should not be severely affected by
the logging since SMZ laws protect
streams. The aesthetics would be
modified; some individuals would
view this as a loss, others may
prefer the more-open forest that
would result from the harvest.
Visual changes are minimized to the
extent practicable by limiting the
trees harvested in some areas and by
“sculpting cuts” to avoid
“unnatural” visual lines. Some
activities may be enhanced. For
instance, the logged area may
enhance the habitat of some game
species, and the increased use of
areas by those game species may make
the area more attractive to hunters.
As in the case of the environmental
modifications, the net social
benefit or loss is an empirical
issue dependent on individual
values.

Social Impacts

The area has a substantial presence
in the wood-processing industry and,
as a result, has institutions
established to handle the social
requirements associated with this
industry. This timber sale is

unlikely to add sufficient pressures
to these institutions to require
their modification. A high rate of
employment (low rate of
unemployment) is associated with
lower rates of crime, domestic
violence, alcohol/drug problems, and
a healthier, more satisfied
community. To the extent that No-
Action Alternative A might
contribute to unemployment, the
social impact of the harvest might
be a short-term negative social
impact on the community.

Conversely, to the extent that the
sale provides employment, the short-
term impact would be positive.

Roads and Infrastructure

New roads are to be constructed for
the sale(s). Existing roads would
be improved to handle the logging
truck traffic and provide transport
for other equipment used in logging.
Expenditures for road improvements
are identified in both action
alternatives as part of the sale
development cost. Some improvements
are also funded through FI funds, as
well as other funds set up for this
purpose. To the extent that these
expenditures are spent locally, they
will improve local economic
conditions. A portion of the money
will leave the area and provide
income for other areas of the State
and national economies. The
culverts, for example, usually come
from manufacturers outside of
Montana; however, most of the road
improvement expenditures will remain
in Montana.

Population Impacts

Logging and milling activities
associated with the timber sale are
not anticipated to have any long-
term impact on the population of the
region or the State of Montana.

CUMULATIVE EFFECTS

This sale would be part of the
annual harvest of timber from the
State of Montana forest trust lands.
The net revenue from this sale would
add to the trust fund. Annual trust
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fund contributions have varied
widely over the years, because the
actual contribution to the trust is
more a function of harvest levels
than of sales. Harvest levels can
vary substantially over time; sales
tend to be more consistent. TABLE
G-6 - ANNUAL REVENUE FROM TIMBER
HARVESTED FROM MONTANA TRUST LANDS
shows the annual revenue from
harvesting for the last 5 years.

The net contribution to the trust
fund is also affected by the annual
costs experienced by the Department
for program management, which varies
year to year. The Department should
continue to make net annual
contributions to the trust from its
forest management program.

TABLE G-6 - ANNUAL REVENUE FROM TIMBER
HARVESTED FROM MONTANA TRUST LANDS

YEAR RECQEXESI$)
2003 8,270,589
2002 9,699,034
2001 8,524,150
2000 12,710,311
1999 6,998,847

DNRC has a State-wide sustained-
yield annual harvest goal of 50
MMBF. If timber from this project
is not sold, this volume could come
from sales elsewhere; however, the
timber may be from other areas and
not benefit this region of the
State. A long-term deferral of
harvesting from this forest would
impact harvest patterns, changing
both the region where the trees are
harvested and the volumes taken.
This would impact other areas of the
State where these changes occur.
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APPENDIX H

COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

INTRODUCT ION

This section contains comments received from parties interested in
the West Fork Timber Sale Project DEIS and DNRC’s responses to
those comments. A response is not required for those portions of
the comments that stated either an opinion or a recommendation.
All comments were carefully reviewed. DNRC appreciates both the
time and thought that was involved in producing these comments.
The decisionmaker will carefully consider each received comment to
aid him in deciding on a course of action for this project.






1Sa40) 9yl 9zi113n 01 sajenpeuab aboaj oo 01 Auejuswalad
wouay BurbBuea sjusapnis uaoj sarlyiruniaoddo papinoad

sey 11uUn A93em]13S "S9I11I1AI11O® Juswabeuew-aaquil
yzim uoryounfuod ur aoepd a3el “op pue “ued uolleINPd
pue uoljeaJddad JO Swhoj Auep -SISNA3 JOOYdS Byl o1
anuanaa pue J1jgnd aylx o031 sarliruniaoddo sapinoad eyl
2oed HBurdel uollde SAISN|OXDS dyl J0U SI 31Sa404 93els
J93empj13sS uo bBurysanaey aaquil “(g-1 abed ‘1 aseixdey)
“S13a) ..sanr1oalqo Ajisaanipoiq HBurnaryse oy ool
Axewrad ano pue anuanaa jJo a24nos Asewrad uno ag ol
anuIluOod JIM Juswabeuew Jaaquwil aJ4ninj 9jQqeasasalo) ayl
ul,, ‘3eyl sa3els uejd Juswabeuep 3saua04 93els ayl afIym

-SSR 9Y1 ul pajealjdnp ag 10uued 18] S824N0Sad [eUOIIRINPS
a|gen|eA apiAoad ||Im [Iedl ayl ‘luswabeuew pue| 81els 10J)
[apow ® SI Yalym ‘As|je A uems ayl ul |ied] aanyeN Asullymn
-18bunuds ay1 SSaULIAA “aS|el SI UOIIoU SIYL "UaJp|iyd |00yds

ANo pue a1e1s ano 11yauaq AjaAnisod ued spuej assyl Aem
Ajuo aya si buibboj 1eyy usaq sey , ,WOPSIM,, [_UOIIUSAUOD
'Sjooyoas 10} Buipuny Buireasuab Jo asinb syl 1apun spue|
a1ignd 6oy 01 buisodoud saabeuew pue| a1e1S aAeYy am ulebe
90UQ "Spue| 1sNJ1 JooYds Jo asn 1saybiy pue 1ssq ayl si uon
-onpoJd Jaquinl 1eyl analjag 1,uop am ‘Bulbbol ayi se Jej sy

'Speod Bunsixa uo abeurelp Buinoidwi pue ‘sBUISSOID WeallS
pue sabpliq Bunelolislap Buirowss se yons ‘pasodolid saniAnoe
uole.I0ISal WalsAsoda aulnuab ay) arerdaldde suoneziueblo INQ

'S9IM00Y PIIM 841 J0J ddueI||Y 8yl pue Jaua) ABo

-1093 a3y JO JJeyaq uo ‘(S13Q) swWaeIS 10edw | [eIUSWIUOIIAUT
JeliQ 108[01d 3[eS JaquilL %9910 HIMS Y104 1S9/ (S, 04NQ)
$,921N0S9yY [eJnleN JO luawiiedaq ay) Uo SJUBWILLIOD aJe 8say |

‘UOUBINIDIN "IN

L266G 1IN ‘A8ujO

9T X049 'O'd

150104 91€1S JoleM||IIS
Japea 108lold ‘UOYRINIIN SIIN

¥002C ‘6T J9qWIBAON
£10°S31X204p[IM©D)181U8I098
xe} [ye/-2vS (90%)
£€15-82/ (907)
20865 LIN "BINOsSIIAl
1S8/\\ 188415 15414 YLION #TE

‘ou| Usquad Abojod3 sy

Page C&R-3

Comments and Responses




-Burdoos 1310afouad Buranp padojanap

10 pasodoad jou sem 3o0afoad sjes uaquil B JO 3AISN]OXD
ani1oalgo 31o2afoad v se uolleldolsay -ssaosoud Burdoos
2yl ybnouaylr parjiluapl aiam Jeyl Sanssi ayl ssadppe

pue (z-1 abed ‘I Y¥Y31dvHO) SI3A 3yl ul parjiIjuspl
son131o0afqo 3oafoad ayy 319aw 03 paubissp aiam 3oafload
sIy1l ul ssarjeuaslje aylr - (0Sy ybnoayr TOY TT 9E

NYY) Jusuwabeuep 3So404 JO SaINY SAIIRAISIUIWPY

ayx pue “(VOW €22-T2ZZ-G-//) sales Jaquil spuej

91e1s Buruasnob me| eueluop “Sasn U418yl pue spuej 931els
Burjyeubisap 1oy Burpgeus jeuaspad ayl yiim saijdwod

Jeyl Aem e ul SalliAlIlOoe jusuwabeuew-3sadol subisap DUNA

HEVV ERER
oJdam spesodouad o1j3103ds oN ., -duobaaol aq Isnu

Jeyl 1saAdey Jaquil Aue wouay eyl Burpssoxs ao Buryosw
‘anuanad waal-pBuop aonpoad ppnom eyl sarruniuaoddo
19U10 439pISU0D ppnom DJYNd,, “poreis jesodoad jeriul
aylx “3o08foud siyy oy poruad Juswwod-o1pgnd syl Burang
“s3uapnls a0} sairliuniaoddo jeuorleonpa jeuollippe
apinoad ‘sAem Auew ul ‘osje SallIAllOoe luswabeuew
-1S8404 ~auninj ayl ul SIyl aAsIyoe o1 sAem usylo
240]dxa 03 anuIjlUOD JIM pue sasodand jeuol}eonpa 4oy

"uolleu ayjl ssoaoe siaauonioead 1S840) pue

sdno.b uoireAsasuod Jo Jaquunu e Aq pardepe pue padojen
-9p usaq aney sajdioulad asayl (£00Z “Ie 18 ‘elese||aq) elial
-11D pue ss|didulid U0I1e101S8Y 158404 38Ul Y}IM JUs1SISU0? SI
1By} 8AIleUlB) e Ue azAeue DHYNQA 8yl 18y} puswiLIodal apN

‘[TeAIAINS [edn} nd JO saoueyd Buljpuimp ano Buinoidwi piemoy
1S0W 8y} a1nqLiuod Ajginjosge ||im ‘whipesed uonoelixs Jaquil
onesonealng p1bil s,04NQ 8yl 01 SAISIBAQNS JaAaMoy ‘BAl| Aay)

Uo1ym ul swislsAso9s a8y} Inoge uJes| 03 SUSZID 10} WOO0UISSe|D
loopino ue Buipinoid pue Buneal) ‘wesAsoda buluonouny Ajny

® J0 $3ssa204d 8y Ajjenuassa—uysty aAneu ‘AbojoipAy ‘sieaq
‘XUA| ‘sall} ‘s1sa10) Yyimoab-pjo usamiaq Aejdiaiul pue sdiys
-uolje|a.ia)ul [ed160]098 8y} IN0ge puoAag pue eUBILOIA JO 81elS
ay) JO suaznid a1eanpa 01 Allunuoddo ue Bulispuenbs sI DYNG
a1 Jeyl aAal|aq AN 811Ny N0 104 8310YD BSIM € 8( 0] Juswbas
panwi] Aupend) Ja1epn Apeadje ue ul 1eligey 1noJl |Ing apeibap

0} $3SeaJIJUI JUBLLIPaS pajurliemun Buisned Jeyl aAaljag am op
JON "eaJe anbiun siy} ul spuej a8yl Jo asn 1seq pue 1saybiy sy aq
01 ‘Jjom Aeaf passbuepul ay1 pue ‘XuA| epeue)d pue Jeaq Ajzzub

paualealyl ayl 1oy 1enqey Buibbo| reyr analjag 1,uop am ‘ou 0S

‘pame|) A|Snoluss Si

spue] 1sn41 abeuew 01 Aem ayy si bBuibbo| yeyl uondwnsse |e1
-uswrepuny s, O4NA 8yl Yeyl $82404uldd 18ylany S,18Mod “1d
‘ue|d 1uswabeuew 153104 S,91€1S 3yl JO APNIS 966T S.49M0d
SeWOoY_] 1SIWou099 01 NOA julod 0Sje PjNoMm AN "aWod

01 suoljelauab 10y uaap]Iyd ano 01 abelliay eanieu s,s1el1s
Ano Jo asueprodwi sy umop ssed djay os|e ||IM pue ‘Wooa

West Fork Timber Sale Project

Page C&R-4




X1AN3AddY :2T-3 afed “SISATYNY SIIYIHSI4—3 XIANIddY ~63)
S13Q 8yl ul pajeaodaodul SI 93ewilsa jeyl Jo uoisiodoaad
39Uyl UOo uoIljeUwAOjUl “uedl U0 abeasne ue juasaudau

01 pPasn Sem elep a4ayjy -uolIelden paanseau Aue aney
jou op eyl sindino jopow a0 sajewilss jurod-ajbuils

uUoO paseq aJde Sajewllsa asayl -suoljepnojeds Hurddew pue
elep |7S Uo paseq aJe S130 9yl ul saunbiry 8yl Jo ISop

“S9111A1108 Juswabeuew-3saao) 03

sao139%edd UOI3JBAISSUOD J9)eM pue ‘J10S ‘pue] ajqeuosead
11e Ajdde pue mej euejuopy yirim Ajdwod 03 anuiIluod

11IM DUNA “padojansp aae ued uolleuaolsay Axrpend

J93ej) pue TJANL Syl JIIUN  TUOIRIJEeO) X994) IJIMS

2yl ybnoayz 03 eueluol yrim (j@aa)d 1pims Burpnpour)
A3A1Y JA93em]11S 40 uejd uoljeuaolsay Arrpend

1931/ pue JaNL ' JO juswdopansp aylx ul HBuryedioijaed
Aj3usaano st oYNa  (€-0 obed “sS13Q) .."SdNg

pue sad1310ead UOIJBAISSUOD Jd3eMm pue “JI0S ‘pue]
ajgeuoseal e Ylim adUepaodde Ul pPalonpuod ade Aayl
papiAoad anuiljluod pue aduswwod Aew Apoguaalem palsi|
e Burldosajje so11IAI1OE 324n0s-juloduou papuedxs 40
‘meT JaNL eueluop syl Jspun,, ‘3eyl salelds Si3Id eyl

“saAljeudal e
jeuonlippe Jo juawdopansap ayl padainbaa aney ppnom

Jeyl parjIluspl aJaom SaNSSI paAnjosaaun ou ‘padojanap
sem S|3 9yl sk sanssi pue adods ayl JO SsiIsAjeue

uUo paseg -~Sanssl paysJdalem pue |10S SSaJdppe jeyl
(SNOILYO14123dS ANV SNOILYINdILS - V XIAN3ddY “S13Q)
suorjefiyrw pue (g8-11 ybnoayy 9-11 sabed *SIAILYNYILTY
=11 Y31dVHO “S13Q) >JH0mMpeod 3pnjoul SaAljeuddlje uolloe
yrog -ssadoud Hurdoos ayl ybnouayl pariiljusapl aaam eyl
sanssi a8yl ssadppe pue (g-1 abed “g3IN ANV 3S0ddnd —I
d31dvHO) S13d 8yl ul parjiluspr sani1losfgo 3o0sfoad 398w
03 paubissep aaam 3oafoud siyl ur saaljeusslje “s|3g syl
ur pagraodsap Sy "31snil ayl ol uaniada Auelsuow spinouad
OS|e pue J0m parjilusapi ayl ysijdwoooe 031 sueauw
‘3aed ur “3oafoad pasodouad syl -HBuipuny ajeaedss
Burainbaa 3o2afoad juauajjip © aq ppnom SIyl aduls
aAIleUAd] R anbilun pue ajededss e padojansp Jou aAey
am  ~(6-11 pue g-1 sabed “SIAILYNYILIVY - 11 HILAVHD
“S13Q 2yl ul umoys aJde sjuawanoadwi asayl Jo siyoadse
ao0lepy  -speoua ayxl Jo snyeils Aji1jenb-uaazem pue dng

2yl aAoadwi 03 papasu MJA0M UOEIIRA01SSA pue sjuawanoadul
9yl paaapIsuod J¥YNd “uswdopanap 1oafoad uj

Mau

e sl

SjuaWwaanseaw as19a4d se wayl sjuasaadalsiw S|3Q ayL
'S13Q 3yl Ul PasOIsIP 10U SI SUOIIIPUOI 324N0SaJ [[e Inoge
1sn[ Jo Saanseaw 10J $91eWISa SISAjeur $109149 Pa1eLUIISe 3SIM
-13U10 10 Pajapow ay] ul ‘10449 JO Junowe 1o ‘uoisioaid ay

"ME| 31 pue TaINL 3yl YuM 1ualsisuod aq ued Buibbo| aaow
J1 pue Usaym paulwIslap aq ued 1 Jey) 0s ‘paysiarem ayl

O UOIBI01Sa4 Papaau a8yl 10) TAINL 3yl aaedaad 01 ag pjnom
uoI19® JO 8S4N09J 1sasIMm ay] ‘pasedauad aq 01 sI (AQNL) ueld
dn-ues|d e pue ‘suoire|nbaa Alljenb aajem eueluo|N pue 10V
191 A\ UB3|D 01 spaebaa ul STTOM B SI %8340 UIMS 32UIS

'A]1991.102 spaysdalem

asay1 afeurew 01 SN 1502 |[1IM 11 YoNw MOY MOUY| 0] Pasu a1els
AN0 JO SUaZ11I0 3y "SaiIAIoR Juswabeuew 3]qeassa.loy 10}
papaau 10U aJe 10 ‘swajgoad paysiarem pue [10s 01 Bunngiil
-U092 9SIMIBY10 aJe ‘smej) ubisep Bulney speod ayl ||e Saxi)
10 SBA0WAA 1eyl aAlRUIRYjR UR apn|oul sAemie 1snw DYNA
9y 's|geuoseal J0u si siy] ‘ebewep Aressadsuun aiow

0p 1,UP|NOM 1] pUe SaI1IAII0R UOoI1ea031sad Ajuo 1no A1ied
PINOM Jey} aAljeu.s}e ue sHWo S13A 3y} Yd84d HIMS Jo
snyels (ST1OM) Juswbes pauwi Aufend J91eM auy3 andseq

Page C&R-5

Comments and Responses




“T1-9
ybnoayy 6-9 pue y-g ybnoayl 1-g sabed “SISATYNY
NOILVLI93IA - g XIANIddV “S13A 89S :GO¥ " TT 9E WV
ul pagrJaosap se sadA3aaA0D0 J10) SUOIRIPUOD daN3ng
paaisep ayy spepow pue (0 TT-9€ WHv) yoeoudde
191 ]11-98S4e0D B Sasn JYNg “sabuea o14031S1y
jeanjeu Jjo uoirjejuasauadaa aurwaalap ol -(g1-9
ybnouayl €1-g pue 6-g ybnoaylzr 9-g sabed “SISATVYNY
NOILVL1393A - 9 XI1ANIddV “S13a) eaae 3oafoud

9yl UlIylIM Spuels Jaquil uo pey aney SallIAI}oe
Juswabeuew 3sed pue “sSUOIIIPUOD JBIUSWUOLIAUD
“sSo13S14330rUaeyd 91I1S S109]1])9 9yl Saglaodsap

S13Q 9@yl Jo uoi1loas juawdojanag puels ayl

“(G-4 8bed “SISATYNY I41T70TIM—<

.« XUA| pue s1aysiy Ag pasn $ainjonuis 158104 Jo Alljige|ieAe ay)
aonpal [|1m punoJb ayl uo sLIgap ApooM 8S1e0d 10 S8aJ) Paked
-ap o peap anowal 1ey suoielado Buiuuiy) 1o abeajes,, :ajdwe
-X3 104 ('000Z ‘UMe|a213 ‘66T ‘UMe|aai3) "Buibbo| yum pare
-100SSe aJe JUSLIUOJIAUS [eJnieu ayl JO SJUBWS|S J8Ylo pue ‘sl
-pIM ‘sassa00.d 221601093 ‘|10S 01 S8ouanbasuod aslanpe Auey

¢abueu a11031s1y ‘feanyeu

a1 JO aAnrluasaadal aq 01 awnsse NOA suonipuod ayy Buihy
-198ds Ul S8oURQINISIP [eANIRU 48Y10 pUR ‘SaSeasip 8a4) ‘108
-ul ‘ad1} ul Burioloe) noA aae MoH *84n3onuls 1se40y 3sed uey
p001S18pun 18118 aJe sawibal ssao0.d 1sed ‘Ajjeasuas) 'suon
-IpUO0I [BANIONUIS [eanjeu Jo abued e ul palnsad pue walsAs
-023 a3y} padeys Ajjeanieu 1eyl sassadoad ayy Japuly Ajoaanss
pINoMm sailIAIoe Juswabeuew pasodoad ayl analjaq 3,Uop SAA

‘a|qe

-1134 10U pIfeA AJeda1}13usios 10U SI UoIlew.105uUl 8yl ‘S81ewilss
S11 Jo AJeandde ayl Uo uoIlew.IolUl JO puly Aue Ylim 1axew
uoIs19ap 40 a1jgnd ayl sp1aoad Jou saop S13Q 8y 8dUIS
‘sasAJeue S1994)8 pajapowl 10 sarewss ayl buipaebau , suols
-NJ2UO0I S Y}IM UOITRID0SSE Ul S10448 pAepuels 10 suolleinsp
pJepuels ‘sjeAlaiul aduaplyu09,, Aue Juasaid 01 pajies S13A
894D UIMS X404 1S9AA aY1 ‘a8namoH “A1ijenb uonew.aoy

-Ul puUe elep Jo spJepuels awes ayl 01 play aq 1snw DYNJd
9Y. ..’SUOISN|OUO0I S Y}IM UOIIRID0SSE Ul S10449 pAepuels

10 SUOIleIABP pJepuels ‘S|eAlsiul 8dUspIIU0d Ou saodad SIS
-Ajeue [eansiels, pariodand s,19paojyads "1Q,, PoIels adIAIeS
159404 8y3 ‘l0daJ 21413Us19s B 01 spaebad U] 38404 [euor]
-eN 1eua100» ayl uo uonebini] Burobuo sy ur jalaqg . uonounl
-u] Areulwijaid 404 uonopy 01 asuodsay,, S,991AI19S 159404
'S'M 8Y1 01 4ajaJ 1noge Bupy|ey a4,aM yeym aleaisn|ji o1 1o
-19 J0 Junowre ue sey Ajpuatayul ey ‘Burjdwes ou o bund
-wes pallwi] uodn paseq ‘selewiss ade Asyl 10ey) Ul usym

West Fork Timber Sale Project

Page C&R-6




“(y2-4 pue gz-4 sabed “ SISATYNY

3417Q7TIM - 4 XIAN3ddY “S13Q) Seade assyl ul saesq
A1zz1ab 104 A31an28s ulejulew ppnom swaeaualy bBurAaaed
WwoJagy sa032eajuod bBuryrqryoad pue uaquil Burlsanaey
J0J pasn agq ppnom leyl Speod paloralsad Ajjuaquand

uo asn orpgnd Burriqiyoad -g-4 ybnoayl oz-4 sabed
“SISATYNY IA1T7QTIM - 4 XIAN3ddY) S13d 8yl ur pazAjeue
pue pagiIJadSap aJ49M 22ueqJanlsip peod-uado paseaddul
19S)J0 031 suorlebfilly "yons se pazAjeue pue speod
uado se paaapisuod aaam sboj Burpney a0l pasn speoy

“vZ¢-4 pue

‘eZ-4 ‘02-4 sobed uo passnosip ade sjellgey Jeuoseas
asoyl o1 drysuorlejaa ui 1o0afouad siyy Jo siyoollo

ayr pue “(LT-4 8bed “SISATYNY I41T7ATIM - 4 X1ANILY)
SI13d 9yl ul PasSSNISIpP oJe sjellqgey jeuosesas HBurlsixgy

“(866T 2991) 80404 sel
8911 1LWwo) Jeag Ajzzia9 Aousbeuasnu) syl Ag pspuswodsd

si1sAjeue Jo ajeds ayl SI SIyl ~9Jeds 1lungns ayl
Je palonpuod aJdam saeaq AJzziab uo S1984)0 SAIYRNWND

“(LINNGNS dv3I9 ATZZIYD HSIH43LIHM

d3ddnN 3HL NI LV119VH d3L1S340d ONILSIX3 - G-4 3dNold
“Tg-4 abed “SISATYNY 341T7aTIM—d X1ANIddY) S13d dy3 ut
paddew si1 2102 A31andas HBullsixa Jaeaq Ajzziab jo sdep

-OWIMOUS ‘S3[9A2.1010W ‘SA 1 /) SS390B PazI10]10W [euoljes.
-0a4 JO uoIeJaj1joad 1us2a4 8] SSauppe 10U S80p S13Q Y.L

d1gnd

8yl 01 ,,pas0]9,, 10U 10 J18Ylaym Jo ssa|paebad ‘annndadsiad
.Saeaq A|zz1u6 e wouy peod uado ue a1nN11ISU0I J1jje.] pale|
-34 3|es Jaquuil Jayo pue Bulney boj doy psuado speod ||

'saeaq AJzz146 uo syoedwil

ayl Buibneh usym sa010e) 8say3 19pISU0I 1SnW SIsAjeue deaq
K1zz146 8y ¢Buibboj Jo 31nsau e se pakoa1sep/pPanowiad sald
-ads jue|d abeaoy Bulads ajqedissp aay ¢ pajuswbely Ajybiy
Apeaue 1 st 40 ag 1 ||IM :yenqey Buiads jo Apenb ayy st paus
-pISU0d 8¢ P|NOYS 1Y} 10108} J3ylouy ‘8bued Jawwns uon
-eA3]9 Jaybiy ur 1w 01 Xoed mous ay) 10} saxel 31 buo| moy
a|dwexa .10} ‘sudaned aayieam uo Juspuadap Ajax1| s 1e1gey
Bulrads Jo asn pue souabaswa usp Jo Bulwi syl ‘elgey uoil
-eA3]9 J9MO] Ul S311ISUsp peod ybiy 01 anp saeaq 01 s|ge|rene
1ses| ay3 s abuel Bulads ‘syeligey jeuosess ayi Jo Jeyl aany
-BJ8}1] JJ11U310S 8Y] Ul P3ysI|gelss |jam ussq sey 3] 1eliqey
[euosess deaq A|zz14b uo syoedwi ssnasip 03 sjie) S13a syl

'SIsAjeue

Jo sajdiourad 91J13UBIdS YIM 89UBLIIOUO0D Ul ‘Bade A1aA02al
pa12ajje ayl ul saeaq Ajzz1ab uo $199)48 aAnR|INWNI JI SIsAjeue
$)084J9 8AIIR|INWND aulnuab e apiaoad 01 Sjie) ose S13a 8yl

'SeaJe 9102 81eaul|ap 1eyl S1ayng peod Jo auljlno ay} Se [|dMm
Se $34NS0|2 PeoJ daAI1984)3 ANy aARY SPeOJ YdIYyM JO SUOIIed
-Ipul pue 1aAe| speoJ sy} apnjoul pjnoys sdew sasay] ‘8409

108l0.d 1s50d pue 8409 1938load Bulanp ‘8402 Juaaand 1o1dsp

181 1e11gey Jeaq Ajzz1ub Jo sdew spinoad 01 sjie) S13A syl

(‘To0Z “1e 8 1Ing)

Page C&R-7

Comments and Responses




pue I(yT-g pue g£T-g abed “SISATYNY NOILYLIDIA
- g XIAN3ddv pue “ZT-11 01 OT-11 8bed “S3AILYNYILTV
- 11 ¥3LdvHD “S13Q) s3tun 1saAiey uoileasusbau

ul saldads 9ou41 juelsisad-aseasip yiim bBurjuejdoa e

$(ZT-11 03 OT-11 9bed

“SIAILYNYILTIVY - 11 ¥3LdVHO “S13Q) Spuels palsandey

Apperyaed ur ‘aurd a3r1ym uaalSsom Juelsisald

-3snJa pue ‘uapjg-sepbnoqg “youae] uaalsam Burpnpoul
‘saroads 994l jueldajol/luelsisal-aseasip Builurelsad e

$(e-q 03 T-q abed “SISATYNY ST10S - A XIAN3ddV
“s13Q) Ssea431 bBururewaua ayl ol abewep aodnpaud
03 9Sh aulydeu JO UOSEasS pue JUaIXd a8yl BurrIul] e

tanpen abedunis ai1ayl
Burbenjes pue sioasul Aq palsajul pue suaboyied
Aq paloajul Apeaaje aae eyl soaal BurApijuspl e

:Aq suwejpqgoiad aseasip

pue S3928SuUl JO 82U8pIdul 8yl Jiwi] ppnom suorldiadsaud
jean1pnoiAjis pasodouad syl -s3oafload pasodoad a0l
uorloe Jo Sasunod juspnad aurwaslsp o3l ‘sisibojoyired
pue s3sibojowolua se jlam Se ‘aanjedall] Jeuolssajoud
oyl Yl Im JJnsuod Apaepnbaa am “sS)SiJd dyl SSasse 0]

“Owil SIYl Je uayel SI uolloe ou J1 93IS U0 Jdquil ayl
JO JOBIA pue “‘anjen “aunjoA JO SSO] SI PasSSasse SHSIJ
2yl Jo aup -juawdopansp 31oafoad Buranp passasse ade
30U J0 SUOI}OE JeaninoiAjls Buidel ylim pajerdosse
Sis1y “(2-9 8bed “SISATYNY NOILVLIOIA - 9 XI1ANIddY
“S13Q) 949A8S 10U aJde S199J439 J18Ul eyl paulwialap
pue suaboyzed orj1dads parjijuspi eaae 1oafoad aya

Ul SUOIZIPUOD BSEaSIP pue 123SuUl 8yl JO uoljenjens uy

“(2-1 9bed “SIAILYNYILTIV

= 1 d31dVHO “S13a) Buisesadsp s1 yimoab puelrs-aaquil
aJaaym spuels Jo suoiyaod Buryeasusboaa pue “suoiloajul
9SeasIp pue suollelsajul 309sul JO 9duapIdul ayld
Buronpaa “uaobiIA puels Buiseadoul Ag spuels Jaquil Jo
A3iA13onpoad wiaax-Buop ayx anoadwr o3 si 3oafoad aya
Jo anr3oaflfgo aup -309foud siyz Jo uorjualul ayl jou
s1 “pedr13oead a0 ajqissod Juaylriau SI ydIym “3sauol ayl
woay suwajpgoad aseasip 40 3038sul JO jenowaa alajdwo)

‘('p1) Buibbo| ao)ye saeak GT 01 0T

[13UN SNOIAQO 10U Sem Alljeraow juediyiubis ybnoyie ‘spuels
ay3 4104 120} uoI128jul Se pandas sdwnis abae (86T Usay
-09 pue usayoo)) sarilua Buibbo| Jo Jaguinu syl Y1Im paseald
-ul spuels auld esodspuod pue a1f anJl ul 8Seasip 1004 Snsou
-uUe JO 30UapIdul 8yl eyl palou aAey Saaydaeasal puy "(686T
yuws) buibboj Jo 1 nsaa e se S1S840) UI91SaM Ul pasea.d

-Ul Sey ‘s1$940) U181SaM Ul Moojwiay pue ‘1) ‘suid a0j Buibe
-wiep 40 |e1ey usyo si 1eyy usboyied 1004 [ebuny e ‘(snsouue
S3WO0H paweu AJJawio0) ‘WNsouue UoIpISeqolalaH) aseasip
100. SNsouuUe 1eyl umoys aAey salpnis ajdinw ‘ajdwexs 104

"U0I1e1SaAUI 193sUl pue
Saseasip 8341 Jo pealds ayl a10woad sdoueg4nIsIp pasned uew
-ny 48y1o pue ‘speod ‘Buibbo| sayedalpul eyl yoaessad Jo Apoq
abue| 8yl 19pISU0I ases|d "yanuw 001 ueyl Jayled ‘asn Alaulyo

-ew AAeay aj111] 001 01U0 swa|qoad uoneaauabau Juloduid
ued DHYNQ 2yl MOy J3puoM am ‘SuoIloun) pue $aanionals
pale|a44aiul ajgeawnuul yum ‘xajdwod os ade swa1sAsod]
‘(2 pue 9-111) 41 auldjegns pue adn.ads Ajuo Jo . wsjqo.d,,
9Ul 10} UOITeJIJ1IBIS [10S JO XIo'| 8y} sawe|q S13d 3yl

.. ;uonnjos,, e se buibbo| paemol pase

-1 puR 21J11USIISUN 34 SUOISSNISIP .. UY1|eay 1S3404,, "15340J
9U1 Ul SaseasIp pue S$19asuUl JO 8dUapIdul ay] ‘8sealdul ueyl
Jayle. ‘asealdsp . Yijesy 15940}, 10 . S1uswileaul,, sl a1ed
-Ipul 01 82U3PIA3 [ealIIdwd ou sey DHYNQA 9y} ‘84eMme aJe am
Se JeJ Sy ‘spuels Jaquiil 0] abewep asessip pue 19asul adNpaJ
01 Aem e se Buibbo] 10j ased e saxew uayo 0s DHYNJ ayL

eale
108l0ad ayy ul asn 1Y) asealoul 0] [erualod ayl pue (s9|Iq

West Fork Timber Sale Project

Page C&R-8




“(TT-11 ybnoayy

OT-11 8bed “SIAILYNYILIV - 11 ¥3LdVHO “S13d pue
‘pT-g abed “SISATYNY NOILVLIIO3AA - 9 XIANIddAY “S13d)
sea41 HBururewsa ayy yoeaa 03 ybBIjunNs pue aanisiouw
aJow Buimojppe pue saaal paloajul woay uorjiyadwod
Buronpaa Ag soa41 jenpisad Jo Jaobin Burnoadun

aoueqgansip Buibbo] yuim spueis 15840 ul daybiy sawiny [eds
-N\8S SeM aeA01S0 BIIR||IWIY 3Seasip 1004 ayl woy Alijeliow
pue UOI34UI Yeyl PaAIasqo (966T) M3|[BIN pue UoSIII0N

‘9seasIp
pasneo-eLie||IWay JO A1119A8S 8Y] pue luawabeuew usamiaq
Mul] Jes|d e Buijou ‘BlaR|IWAY UO Sa1pnls 1sed pamainad os|e

SI0YINe asoy Saly20y UJ4aylaoN ay3 ul saus Auanonpoud
ybiy 1e sy01d aunsiid 01 pasedwod syojd paganisSIp uo adual
-1n220 Jaybiy pjoseaayl e pey erre|jiway snbuny siusboyred
3y} papn|ou0d (/86T) '[e 18 ‘pPreuoddiA “(11em snuijjayd)
104 1004 pajeulwe] pue ea||aW eLIR||ILY YlIM Palda)

-ul sdwinis Ja1j-sejbnoQ Jo Jaquinu ay) 01 pale|a1109 Ajjued
-1J1ubis sem sBuijdes jo Ayjelaow yeyr paniasqo (626T) diji4

"uoI199}Ul Jo a1eu 1saybiy

ay1 Buiaey sdwinis 1sap|0 syl Ylim ‘aa1jaes saeak g 01 dn
pabibo] suid esoaspuod yimoah-pjo Jo sdwms ul Juassaad sem
eLIe[|IWIY Jey) pajou osfe (086T) ‘Ie 38 Yioy "('p!1) puels e ul
Pa12aJJe $9a.] Y] JO 094Gz Ueyl 4a1ealb Yylim ‘9zIs ul saae1day
[e49A8S 0] puedxs Ued S191UdJ 3SLaSIP puR ‘BAIAINS 01 SnBuny
ay1 10J ybnous abie| pue 1slow aae Asyl asnedaq saesh Auew
10J snbuny ayy 110ddns ued Jejnanaed uil seau) abae| Jo S100Y
's9a41 Ay1jeay 1uadelpe 03 speaads uayl ‘seaJl 19 JO S100.
pue sdwnis $az1uojod snbuny ayl “(G86T Meys pue obaepn)
$99.41 12 JO S100.4 pue sdwnis ayl woay spuels Ayyjesy olul
spea.ds ‘s1S8.40J 101131UI UIBISaM Ul JIj-Se|bnoq pue ‘sii) anay
‘sauld Jo uaboyred 100. anlIssaubbe ‘Atewiad e ‘elre||iway

(0867 'Ie 38 ‘ZaneyD ‘6867 ‘e 38 spuowp3y)

spunom juswdinba Buibbo| pue sdwnis Jo uoidajul 01

anp ‘Buruuly] feroawwiodald 19)ye paseadoul aseasip 1004 SNS
-ouue Aq pa12ajul $3a41 Y20jway uialsam Jo uonaodoad ay

Page C&R-9

Comments and Responses




a91ealb e aney (11419M SNU1||8Yd) 104 1004 paleullue] Yylim
Pa193JUl S3a.] dAI| 1Y) PaAIasqo (£66T) UasueH pue ussyoo)

'$9[199( MJeq Jo suonendod
d1Wspus uleluiew djay 10/pue oe1le 3)19aq MJeq 01 saldads
13J1U02 awos asodsipaid 16uny asessip 1004 1eyl bunou ‘s1se

-10J SN0J341U0J Ul $3]183Q MJeq pue 16uny olusboyred usamiaq
uo1IeI100SSe 33 pamainal (E66T) UssUBH pue Usayos) 's)Ias
-u1 Ag Moene 01 9]g11daodsns aaow ‘uany ul ‘aae saseasip 1004
01 9]gndadsns auow 810)a43Y) pue ‘Bulbbo] Aq passa.ls saad |

‘(wni1010Un

wnnuopouiyds3) snbuny jured uelpu| ayl buipnjoul ‘16uny
Aedap juewaop pareAnoe Juswdinba buibbo] Aq a4 811ym pue
A1) pueub jo Buipunom [eatueydsw 1eyl mes (2861) ‘|e 18 oYy
"S3085U1 AQ S¥oe1Ie pue ‘sasessip 1004 Ag uolyelsajul ‘Builb

-60] wo.y abewep ealuryIBW BAJOAUI SUOIIRIBIUI X3]dWw 0D

'S10)08A
109sU1 8SeasIp 1004 Ule1S-Xoe|qg JO Jaquinu 1a1ealb e pajoeaie
spuels pauulyl Ajjerosswiwodaad eyl pajou osfe (986T) ‘|e

19 AS001AN "(826T UsSUBH) SPeO. WO4) 810W 40 W GZ Paled
-0] $da41 Ul UBY] SpPeOJ 0] 3s0]d S8aJ] J1j-sejbnoq ul Aouanb
-84 J481e8.b © 1e Palanddo (114ausbem ej|a1pe|dIdilia) ases
-SIp 1004 Ule1S-Xor|g Jayloue 0S|y "(886T ‘[e 18 uasueH) sjre.l
PIXS pue speoJ 0] 8s0|d Bulaq saa1usd uonodsul Jo Ajlaolew
ay1 yum ‘aiy-se|bnoq ui (1uausbem wniydeaboyrdsa) aseasip
1004 ureIs-3oe|q Ag Aljelaow pue uoIIdaUl JO XSIA Paseatd
-Ul Ue 0} pPa] 8dueq.anisIp |10s pue Buluulyl [eld1swwodsid

"sdwinis paldajul Wo4j S1004 Y1IM 10BIUO0D 0JUl SLUB) S100.
113U1 UBYM Pa1dajul aweaad uoiyeausafial mau se [jam se
93] [enpisaJ 1uadelpe 1eyl pue ‘spuels paganisipun ui ueyl

West Fork Timber Sale Project

Page C&R-10




Spunom 0] paloe.nie Ajjuanbal) a1ow a1am aj19aq JOo saldads
oM 8yl "(S86T ‘Je 18 Usayo9)) SeaJl paldajuiun uo ueyl (148us
-Bem s11sAo01ea8D) aseasip 1004 urels-4oe|q Aq paidajul seall
uo paanides adam (aesodspuod "Q) sereaq auid urejunow
pue (SIWJI0JIA31g SNU01J04pUaQ) S3]189q auld U1a1SaM 310N

‘(£66T UBSUBH pue UsY09) snsouue

pue ‘elre]jlwiy 04 1004 pajeulwe] se Yyons ‘sasessip 1004
AQ pa1osjul aae Aayy usym (Sijediuan snAjoas) daneabus aiy
ay1 Ag »oene Jo pooyl|axi| ybiy e aney 01 punoj usaq aney
$153840J 181U0J-PAXIW J01I8]Ul Ul $38.4] A1) 81IYM pue pueas

"(£66T UBSUBH pue UBBYOD) Xea4qINo Ue JO 1Iels sy}

Je sasealoul uone|ndod 4abb1a1 10 8J398Q duUId UrelUNOW JO
suone|ndod J1wspus urejurew djay 1eyl $99.3 150y Passalls
apIn0ad 01 paAal|aq OS|e aJe SasessIp syl “1SeMm J01isjul

ay1 ul sap1eaq auld urequnow Aqg xoene o1 suid sjodsbpoj asod
-sipaid ‘(11z11uIBMyYds snjoseyd) 104 11ng |e21gN3 UMOIQ pue
‘elle||lway ‘urels-yoe|q Buipnjoul ‘saseasip 1004 JO AslJeA

(€661
usasueH pue uasyoo) (sIWodlAsaq *a) 8)199q auld u11Sam

ay1 pue (sesoapuod Q) aj399q auld urequnow ayl buipnjoul
‘s9108ds 3]199( MJ4eq |eanss 03 auld esouspuod sesodsipaad
wnsoJdapuod “JeA Lisuabem wniydeabiorda asessip 1004 ayL

‘('p1) (s1s

-ouldsiun sn1Ajoas) Janeabus a1j-sejbnoq syl pue (sebnsiop
-nasd *Q) aj198q MJeq Ji-sejbnoq aya buipnjoul ‘saldads
919aq M4eq Jo AQ1a11eA e AQ paj|IX pue paxoene ale (sebnsiop
-nasd "J1eA 11susbem wniydeaboyds]) asessip 1004 ulels
-Yoe|g AQ pauaxeam saaal J1j-sejbnoq ‘os|y ‘(sebnsiopnasd
snu03204pua) saj3eaq A14-selbnoq Aq oenre Jo pooyliayi)

Page C&R-11

Comments and Responses




-sajepdn
Isandey Jenuue orporaad sspnpoul 1S S.0¥Nd " (S3ISSVIO
39V ANV “IdALYIA0D “SAOHLIN SISATVNY J8pun  “SISATIVNY

NOILVLI93A - 9 XIANIddY “S13a 88S) sisAjeue aaqpiy
-8SJ4e0D 8Yl Ul Se [Jam Se ‘ejep [1S 8yl ul papnjoul
aJe salliAlloe juswabeuew pue sisandey ised :((117S £002
M1S) ®elep 11S Jo Burpspow syl pue UOIIIPUOD BUIISIXd
ue uo paseq Sl sasse]d abe pue sadA3aaA0D 3SaU0)

01 yoeoudde U421 ]1J-9SUR0D BY]l UO UOISSNISIP S, DUNd

3111] JO SUOIIIPUOD aAITRIBBBA JO UOISSNISIP S1984)3 aAIR|
-NWINJ ay1 Saxew SIY | "eade SISAjeur ayl ul 218 ‘pauuly] ‘1nd
aleIpawIalul ‘pabeajes ‘Inades|d usaq sey ‘adA1 Aq ‘yimoab
pjo BulpnjouI—)sa40) yanw moy asojasip 01 sjie) S13a ay.L

(‘pappe siseydw3) ‘A101S1y (A1euoinjons)
[eruswidojaAsp S3 bulanp pawieaboad se "Ajlfeuonauny
Bumreasuowap Sl 1 ‘asyied BulAp 10 usxoaq Si weay
-5As023 a1 1ey] ueaw 10U Sa0p AJIAII0R pasealdul SiyL
(T66T ‘49410 pue 1seD) Ananoe isad ybiy Jo4 abels ayy
Buimes ‘padalje usaq sey Wal1sAsoda ayl 1ses| 1e ‘s1se.40)
uIeluUNO|A anjg pue apIsISes ay]l JO Seade awos Ul

juawisnipe wsa)

-sAs09a pidea 0] [eon1ud aq Aew—AlIsusp puels paonpal
pue ‘uosodwodsp payeds|adde ‘sfenpiAlpul pasydepe
Aj100d JO [eAOWaI BY] SB YINS—S3]04 1S9d "SWISAS

-009 9pISISea 1S81Y1|eay 8yl UaAs Jo 1ied e ale S1sad "

'9]e9S 19pe0.Iq e uo
suonouny wJaogad swsiuebuo aseasip pue $109sul ‘91eds
puelS pue 9a4l ayl 1e s15ad se pamalA Ajjensn ybnoylv

:9181S 1667 ‘| 19 AandeH ‘sjdwexa 104 ‘sd911ew yans

uo Bujuiyl pauaaybijus aaow 03 483unod suna Ajjeaibojoos
IN0ge Paul1adu0d aq 03 Bulylswos aq pjnom eaue 19sfoad sy
Ul $3seasIp 8a41 pue $30asul [erualod eyl suonuaiuod Auy

‘('p1) sean

PapUNOMUN 10U ‘S3341 PapUNOM AJuo paxoe1e siw.ojidn
sIlApuods "s8aJ) pajosjuIun Ueyl asessip 1004 Ulels-oe|q
YlIM Pa19aJul $3a41 uo Jaybiy sawil 1ybis-01-Usnss sajed
'R YlIM ‘SPUNOM e S8a.] paxoene (SusjeA snuoldoapusq)
911930 aunuadany pai ayl eyl pajou osfe Ay

"$S994] Pa199uIuN 0] UeY] PasessIp 0S|e a4aM Jey] Saadl uo

West Fork Timber Sale Project

Page C&R-12




-uorjerJden Jo abued JeorJaolsiy e Jo apisino

Jou aue adeospue] S,.3IuUn J493EM][IRS UO AfRUS44ND

yamouaBb pjo 3o sjunowe syl eyl 3sabbns “‘pyy Aq

papinoad uo13Da41p Jedausab ayl ylim aduepaodde ul “lrun
d91em111S U0 yamoab pjo Jo sisAjeuy "WYY A0 dNT4S

9yl J8ylld Ul sjuswadinbaa sisAjeue A311]I1geIA OU Bpeu
jusunaedsqg ayl - (z-g abed “SISATYNY NOILVLIIOIA - 9
X1AN3IddY) SI13d 8yl ul pagqriaossp aJde spoyisu syl :yimouaBb
ppo ur 3sanuaey o3 sasodouad eyl 3oafouad yoes ur ymoub
PO J0J] SISAjeue S]109]1J]98 SAIIRNWND B SIONPUOD IYNG

-@ouepInb jeyl uo paseq SI “‘suoijednjrdads

pue suoryepndils Burpnjour ‘ubissep 3oafoud -awil

J9A0 UO11D8a1p Juswabeuew ojul pajesodaodul ade S)Nsad
Buraorruoy " (8PY " TT 9 WHY) Sluawaainbaa Burjaodaa pue
Buraojxruow o1jeuwweaboad pue janaj-312afoad apnpour yorym
‘juswabeuew 3Sa40) JA0J eURIUON JO SIaINY dAIIRAISIUIULPY
9Uyl ylIm aduepaodde ul pajusuwajdwr ag pphom pue
paubissp sem 31o8foud siyl -(e-1 abed “g3aN ANV 3ISOdUNd
- 1 ¥31dvHD 9@9s) eaue sisAjeue ajeludoadde ayy uo paseq
920.1N0SaJ yodea 40] poadapisuod ade sioaload pasodouad pue
Burobuo - (T-111 8bed “S3IONINOISNOD TV.LININNOHIANT ANV
LINIWNOHIANT ONILSIX3 - 111 d3LdVHD “S13a @8s) sisAjeue
yoea ul pasn S1 eyl uollipuod Burlsixa ayyl jo aed
aWoo2aq pue awll JAd9A0 saseqelep JYNG ojul pajeaodaooul
a4e s3poafoud 3sed wouy s3108333 ~(SISATYNY STI0S - @
X1AN3IddY) S110s pue “(SISATYNY A90T0YAAH ANV QIHSHILYM
- O X1aN3ddv) Axrrpenb uaozem “(SISATYNY SIIYIHSIH -

3 X1AN3ddY) ser4aysity “(SISATYNY 341710TIM - 4 XIANIddY)
SJI1PIIM A0) SISAJeue S108118 SAIRNUND 3Byl Sa(I140Sap
S13Q 9yl -sisAjeue s3199j)49 a9yl 3noybnoayl sa24nosad
ajgeorjdde ayl 404 PaaSpPISUOD S49M SI0934D dAIIRNWND

‘uayaew auid ayl Bulpnjoul ‘saloads pajeldosse Auew 01

A8y aq [11m ymmouab pjo Jo uonngrasip adeaspue| psuue|d pue
Bunsixs 19 A "palenjens daAsu aJe eaJde SisAjeue ay3 ul uonng
-113SIp pue yiwmoah pJo Jo s|aAs] Bunsixa Jo syoedwi aane|nw
-N2 3yl ‘}nsaJ e sy ‘1elgey yimoab-pjo Jo Buibbo| anisusixa
01 Jo1id ‘a1 pIM pareldosse Yyimoab-plo Jo Aljigeln wua) buoj
ay1 10 uejd sny1 ‘19843 ul pue ‘relqey yimoahb-pjo 10y weah
-04d adeospue| e auljap 10 ayenjens 0} pajle) sey ODYNQA ay.L

‘paubisap
aJdam s30aload ay3 yoiym 1o} spasu ayl pue saAinoalgo 1esw
‘10U pIp 10 ‘pIp s108l0ad 3sOY} ||e MOY JO UOISSNISIP W/
‘payiodad Jo/pue pataylreb aq 03 184 sey
yarym ‘syoafoad 1sed asoyy 40} syuswindop 43N 19eload
1sed asoyy ul paiyioads ‘Burioliuow Aue Jo uondiidssp vy e
's108[
-04d 1sed 8s0y1 J0 S1UBWINJ0P WY dI N 94l Ul 0] PanIWLWLod
se seaJe 19aload ay1 ui suop Burioluow |Je Jo synsad ayl °
‘uonae pasodo.d ayy Ag paloaye Ajjennualod $894Nn0sal
ay3 uo s1oeduwi ,s309load asoyl Jo uoIsSNISIP pajedbajul uy o
‘pajuBW
-9|dwi (Bulobuo 10 parsjdwod) syosload ised e J0 1Sl °
-S13 ue ul papnjo
-ul 3q 1snw BuiMo||o) 8y ‘QUaIdILNS 3Q 01 SISAjeur S10a))d
aAIle|INWIND ® 10J 13pJ0 U] ‘sisAjeue |ans]-10a8load ojul psyeaod
-100u1 aq Burioyiuow |ans|-ue|d oirewweaboad pue jaas]-10al
-0.4d 1sed J0 S}nsaJ ay3 yeyy Juelaodwi Si 3| "824n0sad Aue 4o
‘s|10s ‘Ayifenb aayem ‘ysiy ‘a1|pIIM 1034€ [[IM 10 Paldajje aney
SaNIAIoR |e Moy JO SISAeue [nyBuluesw ou si aaay] ‘s10al
-0.4d Jo Bunsi| e Ajabaej si sisAjeur S12a84)0 aAIRINWND 8y

‘anJeA

Page C&R—13‘

Comments and Responses




“paurelaa aq
ppnom auaoe Jaad 2oul aa3auweip-abiae] anAl] T Jo abeaane
ue pue sbeus Burlsixa pue “3sandey uoljeasuabau

e 9Al132984 ppnom yimoab-pjo JO seade asoyl

eyl sequuosep (€T-11 pue zT-11 sabed) SIAILYNYILIY
= Il Y3LdVHDO .. yamoub pjo 404 ©IA8IIUD S, DUNd

398w J8buo] ou ppnom puels Jaquil juswiesallsod ayl,,
se3els yorym “(S8angrially pue uoIINgIIISIg Yamodo
-PIO 01 g ©9AIleUIS] e UOI1OY JO S108343 30841d “TT
-g abed) SISATYNY NOILVIIO3A - 9 XIANIddY “S13Q 98s
ospy ~(.ymmoab pjo, ‘¥ abed) AYVYSSO19 SI13A dYI: 98S

"3S9404 93elS Jajem]13S Uo paledo]
aJe yimoab ppo JO S201g snhonurjuod aabaej 48ylo 9
Jsea] 1e ‘spuels yamouab-pjo Jo sisAjeue yojed e ybnoayl

‘Bui1bbo| pasodo.ad ayy yrm paloaye aq ||IMm

©1131149 8S8y) Moy 40 ‘e14a11a9 o1419ads ad se sI yimoub pjo
Yeym auyap Ajaes|d 03 pajrej sey DUYNQ dYL ‘yegey yimoah
-plo jo uoniuiap s1enbspe ue apinoid o3 s|ie} S13Q 8y L

159404 81€1S J481eM||11S 8yl ul Bulurew

-1 Y1moab pjo Jo »20]q paruswbeajun 1sabae| ayl a1eds11jqo
01 sesodoud g aAneUIslY ‘peslsu| palyiauapl Aepnc sen

-[eA ymmoub pjo |e bunosload pue Buiaissaad Ag 18w 1s8q aq
[11M sanjeA asayl ‘saeaA Juadal ul paduspins Ajure|d se ‘smoub
Spue| 81€1S UO S1S840) YIM04B-PJo JO sanjeA walsAsods pue
J1SULIUI U1 1S8481UI S "SME| [edapa) Ag psrepuewl Se ‘S1sedoy
[euolleu ano Jo sasn Auew ay) sureisns Ajealb s1se404 yimouah
-p|0 o uonvsload syl moy [reisp ui sassnasip (826T) Aepnr

*$910ads asay) 40} alenbape Ajjual

-In2 aJ1e yimoub pjo Jo Alljenb pue saiisusp adeaspue| 1ey) uon
-eJisuowap Aue InOYIM SUOISN|OU0D SMep SISAJeur 8yl "Yimolb
P10 UMM PaJRID0SSE d)1|P|IM dAIISUSS Uo S1oedwl Bulbbo)

JO JuBwssasse ajenbape ue 8)8]dwod 0} pajie) sey DHYNA 8y.L

'$9109ds 9S8y JO ||e 10 SWosS 10} SallIsusp padinbau

01 Yamoub pjo Jo suoinqrasip adeaspue| Jo A1an09aa 1wi| A|q
-1ssod 1M yimoub pjo psruswbedy [jews Jo buibbo ‘yimoub
pjo Ajenb ybiy Jo sy20|q abae| aainbaa Asyl aduls dayoad
-pOOM Paxoeq-3oe|q pue ‘Mo parejnwiwe]) ‘|mo Aeab 1eaab
‘|MO [ealoq ‘Jaysty ‘Ymeysoh uasylaou ‘aaxdadpoom pares|id

West Fork Timber Sale Project

Page C&R-14




“sisAjeue ajiplim ayl Jo adoos ayl puokaq

S1 sisAjeue Aj1ji1gelAn saldads ayy “adeospue] ayl jJo
uorjaod Jlews e 9siAadwod spue] OYNd 92UlS " ININSSISSY
d31114-3N14d Burpeay sardads syl JAspun passSnIsSIp aa9Mm
so1oads aweb BIQq pue “oAILISUSS ‘pausajealyl d1jidads
01 sS108439 ayx pue (INIWSSISSY YILT14-ISHUVY0D A8pun
‘/-4 pue g-4 sabed) SISATYNY I411dTIM - 4 XIANIddY
‘S13Q 8yl ul peazAjeue sem uoilejusuwbeuay jelriqey-1So.a04

“S13a 8ayy ul
palou sa1dads ajIplIM SnoLJeA 8yl Jo0j pue “juswabeuepy
Yyamoao-pjo Buipnjour “A3isusAlIpolg 404 sany W14S

9Uyl 198w 03 SaAnljeudalje ayl paubissp sey pue dN14S 8yl
J0 sarydosojpiyd ayax aapun 3o0afoad ayy padojansp O4NA

“ymoab pjo se pajage] a9q 031 Juasaad aq pJoO SAedA

08T pue aaxeaab a0 ygp sayoul /T a40e aad sasu1 0T
abeuane ue saainbaia yeyl (o dnoug adAl 3eriqgeH) dnouab
jeliqey Aup Ajaleuaspow pue JOod e ul pajedo] ade ymoub
plO JO SsaJdde Ty 43aylo ayl -ymodb plo se pajage]

8g 031 juasaad ag pJo sJaeaA 08T 1Isea] e pue aaxeaub

10 ygp sayoul Tz aJde eyl auoe uad saaul 0T eyl
soainbaa yorym “(3 dnoag adA] eirrgeH) sadAl jeirigey
1SIOW pue JOOD ul paledo] aJde sadde 9g, Ajajewixoudde
“eaae 108foad syl ur pargrjuspr ymoab pgo jo

saaoe //) 8yl J0 -dnoab jejigey ,Jsiow pue Jood,, ayl
ur si1 abeauoe eaue 3oafouad syl Jo jusouad gg (9-g abed
“SISATYNY NOILY1393A - g XIANIddY) SI13d 8yl ul pslou sy

"0319 ‘sPeus Jo 9zIS pue Jagunu “A103SAdIN0

Jo abe ‘“auaoe uad seoul anl] “‘sadAl jeligey se yons
ejep |1S abueyd uo ajepdn ppnom padsayieb uorjewiojul
“sAanans 10pd 40 SASAUNS dduesSIeuu0dad Aaylla aq ued
UoIym “palonpuod SI UOIIed1JIJdA plal) “seade 1oafoad
pasodouad urylmy -uorjrunjsp yamoab-pjo ayy HBurlrsauw Jo
leryjuslod ayl aAey eyl spuelrs AJ1auspr 1S 9yl uIyIIm
SI9PON "“pPOMaIABA Sem elep |TS £00Z MIS “eaay sisAjeuy
31UN A93eM]II3S By urylIIm  “A3rjiqryedwod eyep

01 anp apew usaq aney suoijeldepe Joulw awos ybnoyije
“(266T Ie 12 udaua9) uolbay uiaylJdoN ayl Jo sadkl 3sauo-
UIMOJ9 PIO Ul palsli] aJe SWnWiulWw 8Sayl ~931S UaAlb

e J0j) abe wnwiulw ® pue ygp wnwWiulw e aAey jeyl adoe
Jad s9a43 JO Jaqunu wnwiulw ayl Buiney spuels asoyl
aJe yamoab pjo JO uorIIUEESAP DYNd 9yl “OAoge palou sy

1e11gRY ,S310ads ajI|p|IM YIMOoaB-pjo 01 palejad ||e 1e 10U aJe
uonejuswbed) pue s109)ya abpa wouy 9a.) Aj1abaiul pue ‘sdiys
-uoie|al [eneds ‘A1IAII03UUO0I ‘S3ZIS 20]q ‘Sunowe Bunsixa
Ay "sa10ads ajl|p|Im yimoab-pjo pue juswabeurew yimoah
-p|Jo 10} pareubissep seade ay) UsaM]a( UOIII3UUOI OU Saxew
sa10ads aJ1|p|IM 1uapuadsp Yimoab-pjo 10y sasAeue s,S13Q
8y} ‘Alre[lwIS "spaepuels aji|p|IM pue yimoab-plo ueld
onewwelboad a1e1s ayl Jo |je yum soueljdwod ul aq pjnom
sanAnoe pasodoad ayl yey3 ayedisuowsp 031 sjres S13d ay.L

¢eade 10aload syl ul an220 T uolbey AQ paulyap sepo) adA L
UIMOID PJO Teym ‘A|[ea1109ds 153404 [eUOIIBN 1BUSI00M
aU1 U0 YIMob pJo 10} 32IAIBS 153404 84} Jo T uoibay Aqg pauly
-3p asoy} 01 aredwod Yyimoah pjo 104 elaallad AnoA op MoH

¢PaIUBPI Usag YImodB plo sey moy ‘Jou | (el
-31110 aA0Qe 3y} 01 BuIp.a02Je paleNn|eAd udaq Spuels |[e aAeH

‘Aedap Buimoys

ygp sayoul g ueyl 1a1ea.b seadl Jo Jusdaad sbedane syl pue
‘sd01 Uax04q Y1IM Yygp Sayaul G 19A0 $3a41 JO Jaguunu abedane
Ayl ‘yqgp sayaul g 190 a9 Jad sheus abedane syl ‘puels ayl
10} eaJe [eseq abeaane ay] ‘saad) abae| Jo abe wnwiulw ayl
‘S9a.] abae| 9S8Y1 JO Ygp winwiulw ayl ‘a4oe Jad saadl abue)
JO Jaquinu abeaane 10J B1181119 3SaY) MOU> 0 8X1] PINOM SN
¢eade sisAjeue pue 10aload ayy ul spueis yiwmoub pjo Ajnuspl
01 pasn uaaq aAeY Yimoah pjo 404 elaa1149 214198ds 1eyan

Page C&R-15

Comments and Responses




“spana] uoiljejndod

jou “suajeweded jerigey uo sisAjeue syl saseq JUNd
-obuea swoy .so10ads B JO 9JLOS B e S109))0 pazi|eoo]
240U UO Sasnd0j OJYNd “@pinoad spue] a8sayl uoIINQIAIUOD
payiwi] 8yl o3 ang -adeospue] 8yl Jo uoiryaod

jlews e sjuasaddad diysaaumo DN “elep yons 309] 102
01 S140433 Aouabeuaajur ul ajedidrlaed op am “aanamoy
fspona] uorjepndod uo elep s3109]]02 Ajaied JHNA

-U1 payiwi| pue sadeys yaed Jeaul] Ag payeuIlIop 10 S|aAs] PloysaIL]
JTeau Jo e are 1elgey paiiageid J1syl JO slunowe Ji sa1oads paye1oosse
U016 plo BWOS 0] [BIUBWIAISP 3¢ UBD I3Y10UR 0] UOIIPUOI puels auo
WO0JJ UOISIBAUOD "[aA8] adeaspue] ay) 18 AIeA os[e 80uegqInsIp 10 S199))

"SI 341} pasealoul pue

Buriayred poomaliy ybnoayl ssoj 03 SpUBIS PaIsaIoy Jaylo pue yimoih

PO Ul Sainjea} Jeliqey apipjim Juenodwi Auew asodxa a1jgnd ayl 01

uado ale Jey) speoy (‘dasd ul ‘WopSIA pue areqg ‘966T ‘| 10 ‘pasy)

$s929e ABy] SeaJe 1SaneY 8yl Uey) 810W SBWIBWIOS ‘SpUelS Palsa
-10} UO $199)J3 abpa [enue]sgns asnes Ued SpeoJ JO 39Ua4INd20 ay]

'(966T BIUBOY pue JsX2IPIT) 8I0W 10 188} OOGT PudIXd Aew $8MIs
-eJed 1sau pue sio1epaid Aq uonensuad pue suejd 2110X3 JO UOISBAUI
3y ‘puels ® 0JUI 193} GOT JaA0 d1eJiduad 0] punoy Uaag aney S1994)3
parejal-1ay1eap “(TO0Z Sauor pue [|3ssny) sreliqey Jowisjul Bulisye
Aq spueis yimoub pjo Jo aziIs aAndaye ayl Buronpal ‘Jayng abpa ayp
anowal ued ymolb pjo o1 Juadelpe Buiuing 1o BullsanleH S19344a AN
-150d awos aney Aew Ing ‘Ymolb pjo uo s1oaya aalehau sey Apsow
ymoJ6 pjo o1 1usdelpe Ajd1eIpawiWI SpUelS Ul Buluing Jo 1seAteH "

"(966T P1ua0y pue Jax21pIT) alow 10 188} 00ST
puaixa Aew sayiseted 1sau pue siorepald Aq uoneasuad pue syueld
J110X® JO UOISBAUI 8} ‘pUBIS B OJUl 189} GOT J9AO0 ajeJlauad 0] punoy
u9aq aneY S19aa pale|ai-Jayreapn “(T00Z SBuor pue |jassny) sielqey
Jouayul Burisyje Ag spuels ymmolb plo Jo azIs aAl9aya ay) Buionpal
‘Jajynq abpa ay1 anowal ued ymwoih pjo o3 Juadelpe Buiuing Jo BunsaaleH
-Jelgey
ymnoib pjo Jo uoneluawbel) woiy syoedwl asiaApe Auew Sisl|
pue Sa1pnIs J1411UB1S S8 pue Jeligey Yimolh-plo Jo saydled
[[ews Jo anjeA ayl sassnasip (y00z) 891AI8S 158104 VASN

'sa19ads 9say} Jo spuaJl uonejndod uo elep

Aue paaayreb 11 sey JoN ‘sa12ads asayy Jo suoneindod sjgein
urejurew 0l A1essadau Jeligey JO UOIINQLIISIP puUe Junowe
3y palIoads Janau sey a1els ayl ‘ademe ad,aM Se Jdej Sy
*K11J10RIA SNY] pue ‘Spaau

West Fork Timber Sale Project

Page C&R-16




“si1sAjeue sIyl Ul sSuOIlde BUNINg

pasodouad umouy JO S1293))9 aAljejnuwnd jerjuajod pue
(saouequnisip 13ylo pue sisandey ised sepnpoul ysrym)
uo131puod Burlsixa 8yl paiaspisuod JUNA (-4 pue

‘e-d4 “g-d4 sebed “SISATYNY I41T7QTIM - 4 XIANIdAAY “S13Q)
ajeos adeospue] pue 3oafoad ayyr 3e (ywmoab pjo Ajuo
jou) 3sandey pasodoad ayl JO SI09119 Byl PassSnISIP JUNd

“(y-9 8bed “SISATYNY NOILVLIOIA - 9 XIANIddY “S13d) pIo
SAeaA QGT JA9A0 SI aseqpue] palsado) S.31iun JA93emppiis
40 Juediad gy “erep |1S £00Z MLS uo peseg - (0002
J4NQ) obels jeaas a3e] ® ul 9seq puej s Jo jusouad 62
pajewilsa ue pey Jiun JAa3emppilsS “Tg Juswpuswy S,3Sa.404
JeuorleN peaylejd Jo Buljspow uo paseq pue ‘sniels
puels pJO ul aseq pue] s1l1 Jo judaduad gg Aparewrxoadde
aAey 01 palewilss sem 1iun 493empjilsS ‘000z Ul

"saeak QGT ueyl Jojeoub sem

sseo abe Auewrad ayl sasym spuels 40 spuelsS J49pl0o 4O
spana] Buraunddo Ajjeanieu ulyIm Sem Jiun JAs3empilis
Jeyl paAepdsip pue spew aJam suosidedwod “go0z Ul saIny
N14S @yl jo uorldope o3 Jolad  "SI3A SIY} Ul passauppe
Jou auam ssyoeoudde sssyl Ing “sesul pabe-uaspjo

ylim spuels Jo sjunowe Buraandd0 Ajjeanieu Jo 21J403S1y
ajewilsa sayoeoadde jeasansas -“yiamodb pjo Jo uoriuLlap
SAI11O141SOJ JUBAIND S, OYNd 38w AJ1ed1401S1y aAey ppnom
31SaJ40J yonw Moy JO 931ewilSa OuU SI 8439yl “pajels sy

10} pasn aJe [eLiayew paumop afue| pue sbeus J1j-puelf pue aonids
Jajawelp-afie] "JaA02 peayYIaN0 JO SIaAR| puB POOM PIUMOP pue peap
‘sdeb 1y61] ‘sadeys pue sazis saal] Jo AlSIaAIp © Aq paleald Alixajdwod
[elU0Z1I0Y pUB |BIILBA 8U1 SBPN|IUI 81n1oNnJIs Siy ) Aaid pare1dosse
pue 153.10J 341 JO ain1onas [ealsAyd ayl yum parerdosse aq 01 ybnoyl
aJe Slaysly Jo spuawalinbal Jenqey ayl - (auadsad Qg ueyl ssa|)
2Ins0]2 Adoued moj Yyiim seale ploAe pue (Juadiad Qg Ueyl Ja1ealb) ains
-0]9 Adouea ybiy yum sieliqey Jagaid siaysid,, ((#Sz-111) .. '19A09 15310}
-p10 01 ainyew Aq pajeulwop sadedaspue] Ul AJUOWILIOD 1SOW INJJ0 SIaysq

15158

-10J Yol pjo ue ainyew ui Ajuo punoy syusuodwod Je1igey ay) pue sa1dads

AJI[P[IM U3aMIaQ diysuolre|as ay} passnasip (B666T) 3IIAISS 153104 YASN

'$1094J8 9S8Y] 03 anNp a4niny ayl Ul 10| aqg 03 paroad

-X9 SI YIMO04BH PJo 8A1108448 Yyonw MOY UO 84NS0[ISIP OU SI
948U} puy ‘sa10ads aj1|pjIM U0 YImoab plo JO SSO| aAIre|nwind
SIY} JO s1oeduwii 8y} 01 Se UOISSNISIP OU SI 848y "U0ISS8dINS
15940} 81dwis 40 ‘adly pue|pim ‘Buipjing peoJ 01 anp 1s0j| 40
pabbo| usaq Ssey yonw Moy uo uollewojul ou sapinoad S13Q
9U_L 'udaq aAeY Sabued [BI1101SIY [ewa0u syl yeym Jou Buib
-60] 810)8Q PaISIXd 158404 YIMOIB-P|O yonw Moy uo elep p1jos
OU aJe 343y "159404 91e1S J81eM||13S 8y} U0 awod 0} Sapedsp
10J 1e11gey ymmoab-pjo ybnous urejurew 1snw DHENA ayL

"(866T "[e 18 JBWIAA ‘966T B1uso pue 1exo1pIT)

sal12ads snoJawinu Joj Butuonauny uoiejndodelsw ui syusuodwiod
Ka,, 3q 01 Jeadde yey) sabexul| yengey sapiaoid Jey J8A0D Palsaloy
AAOWAI UeD a41) J0 1S9AIRY ‘JUd)Xa pue uonisod adeaspue| uo Buipuad
-2 "(200z '[e 10 spJeydiy) 1e1gey yimolb pjo aining pue Bunsixa
1uswbely Jayuny ued sayored abeis [ean1onuis/[eas-1a1e] Auew Jo $azIs
320]q ay1 Bulonpay (Z66T UOSISPUY Pue I9[[3X) SSaUPaIdauL0dIa)

Page C&R-17

Comments and Responses




JusdJad Qp Uey) Jayeald spuels 1sa40) Jajaid Ay 15810} SNOJaLILOID
JaLp ‘uado ploAe Ajjesauab pue s1sa10) J1-a2nids 10 J1p-anil Yymoib
-PJO 01 aJnjeLl Ul JUBpUNAR 1SOW 3Je UsLIeW ‘saiels pallun ulalsam ayy uj

("SGZ-111) "S24N12NJ1S 153U [RIURISONS
18y} 1o} a1esgns ay) apinoid Jeyl saall abire| ayl 4oy os|e Ing Jelgey
sa19ads Aaid 1oj Ajuo jou symeysob uiayriou Joj ueniodwi si yimoih

PlO°" "SpUBIS Jaquiil pazis-ajod ul punoy aq ued Jelgey Buipasy

‘a1dwexa 104 'sabiels [euoIssaaans Jaylo azijin Aayl ‘Jengey ymoib pjo

01 anJew UM palerdosse a[IYAA 'S1Sa10) [eUOISSAIINS a1k| JO SaIngLIe
pue SJuau0dWod YIIM pareloosse siuawialinbal J1elgey aAeY SHMRYSO9)

(tv72-111) "SIm0 pue sleq Jo Sa19ads [elanas
10} $1S00J pUB ‘S[eLUBW JBYI0 pue SIaysly 1o} salls usp apinoid sbeus

(‘¥2-111) "sBeus Jajjews uey Jabuoj Buipuels urewss pue siasn
Alned Jo A1aLieA 1sa1ealb ay) Joj 1engey apiaoid sbeus Jajawelp-abie]

(vyz-111) “(-sean paumop abie|

10 saa1] peap Buipue)s abie| ‘SanIUNWWOd POOMUON0I St Yyans) Ajddns

1oys ul sadA1 1aA0d pue Jeligey J0 ‘sTeligey [euolsSaoaNs Jare] YIMm
Pa1eIo0SSe ale 82IAJBS 158104 8yl AQ ,AINISUSS,, Se PalLiuapI sa10ads 1SON

(‘evz-111) yeudey a|qens apinoid o} papasu
S|9A8] 3y} UIYIIM 15310} 33 JO Slusuodwod [einjoniis peap pue pases
-sIp ‘plo ‘abue| urelurew o} pabeurw JI 10 PagnISIp 10U 4I SWIL JOAO
1e1gey Ymoih-pjo apiaoid pinod spuels ainjewwl Ajjednanns bunsix3

("#¥2-111) ‘BunoA n1ay) asiel 03 ade|d e 1o J8A0D
‘abeloy J1ay) 1oy (sea1) peap) sheus uo puadap saloads aplp|Im Qi JoAQ

(‘eve-111 e "p1) "Bunok a1sy

Buisies 10 BuiBeloy ‘Bunsau Joy sBoj umop Jo sbeus uo puadap yaiym

lo/pue ‘sardoued paso|d pue ‘ANsIaAlp [e2160]01g pue [eInionJls ‘saal

ab.e] Jajaad yarym sa1ads 1oy yeligey apiroid 01 S1saloy JahunoA ueyy

AJ9{1] 210w aJe S1S810) PO PUB aINJeA "SIS3I0) YIMOIB-pjo pue ain}
-ew Ul In290 Ajuo 1o Jajaid 4NdI ay1 uo BuLnado sa1oads ajlpjim Aueln

(vS5e
-111) "SeaJe palsaloj-uou pIOAe 0] pusl SiaysiH ‘Buibelo) pue Buluuap

West Fork Timber Sale Project

Page C&R-18




01 93eususbaa ppnom saroads 8sal Jo uorlisoduod
JUBA84JIP B YlIM puels mau e ‘waal Buoj juelsip

9yl u] -aseadodsp plnom jeiiqey yywmoab-pjo “wiaay
340Us 8yl uj "suorlIpuod jeriqgey asoaduwr ppim 309fouad
syl ur yamouab pjo Buibeuew eyl wiepd Jou saop YN

abe| pue sieak QT 15ed 1y Jano Jusalad 09 01 2z Ag pauljosp aAey
150104 P10 ‘(966T ‘[ 19 ‘A31BIND) uiseg JaAly rIqUIN|0D JoLIBU| Y] SS0I0Y
:S91e1S 6AT-E abed e ey00Z ‘921AIBS 153104 WASN

"JusWaNas ueadoin3 03 Jo1id UOIIPUOD YIMoIH

P|O Ul 818M S1S310} UOIBAS|3-PIW AuBW puB MO] JO 9%0S5-0Z Teyl 81ewilsa siy
Uo paseq SI SIyL "saloads aj1]p]Im WS JO uoledlinxa ul 3jnsal Aew yimolh
p|o Se sadeaspue| 15310} JO 90T Bulurejurew yeyy parels (G66T) ©IISaT

(pappe siseydws T ‘7T "dd ‘0002 e 18 J81Sld)

"SISOUI00AY Palsalun ue S jusliabeueu

3AII9e ybnoJayl 1e1qey ..yIMmoab-plo,, buidnpoad SPA0M 13430 U] sl

10 [3A3] UMOUXUN WS $assedwoous ‘940)818Y1 ‘pue 1saq Je ssanb paw.ioy
-ul ue sI s3jnsaJ pajedionue pIalA 01 urel1sd AjpAne|al pue areradoidde

se uone|ndiuew yans Buliapisuod — aaniny ayl ui Jey ayinb A1 — aany
-nJ 8yl u1 a1 Juswabeuew aAnde Wouy synsaJd wial Buo| sy “paebal siyx
ul Axen spiadxa paijijenb-jjam Jo suotuidQ " spuels yimoab-pjo jo uon
-g|ndiuew juswabeurw Jo ssausleradoadde ay Jo uonsanb ayl si atay(lL)
:A103y1 DYNQ Jendod siy1 01

spsebal Ul "wia1-Buo] J0 WIB-1I0YS 3y JaA0 S1elgey ,Sa193ds aplpjim yimoah
-p1o anosdwi jim ABarens (ymoub pjo Buluing pue Buibbol “a'1) relgey
ymnoJb pjo Joy BuiBeurw s11 eyl 8ouspIAg Aue 8110 01 pajie) sey DENQ 8yl

('8Sz-111) sdwnis pue shoj ‘seal] peap pue aAl| Ul S198S

-UI 1310 pue sjue Jajuadied ‘saf1aaq UO pasy SIax2adpoom pales|id "

*18A02 Adoued 950/ 1Se9] 18 YlIM Spuels ul sBeus Jo sdwnjd ul saail 1s8u

$109]9S 1] "S9a.11 prap J0 aAI| (Je1ealb 10 Jslawrelp Sayoul 0Z) Jelswelp
abJe| Ul S311IARD UI S1S00J pue S)sau sa19ads SIYL "18x2adpoopn pales)id

('T8G ‘08S-111) "MOUS 3y} Yyeau
-8q BUIAI| S[ewWRW [BWS 0] SS3I9® JBJUIM pue Jeligey Buluusp ‘suon
-e20] Bunsal aindss papinold siyl “sbeus pue sbo| paumop ab.e| Jo
aouepunge ue alinbal ualew ‘Adoued paso|d e 03 UOIPPE U] "8INSO|d
wa2Jad Qg UBY) SSB] YlIM SPUB)S 8S0Y) PIOAR 0} pus) pue ‘ainsojd Ado
-ued JudaJad Qp Uey) Ja1ealld yum Spuels Jajald uslew UedLiswWy Juep
-UnNQe 240W aJe S[ewiwew |[ews alaym sadAl Jenqey isiow Buiiiayaid
‘Spuels Jaquiil YyumouB-plo 01 ainjew ylim pajeldosse AJasojd ase usuel

("2G2-111) "sa10ads Aaid 10J 3]qeIOAR) SUONIPUOI 1SIOW 3]
SaouRYUS pue siojepald wouy wayl s193104d YyaIym ‘ainsojd Adourd aai)

Page C&R-19

Comments and Responses




(-4 pue ‘g-4 “z-4

sabed “SISATVNY I41T1QTIM - 4 XIANIddY “S13d) sisAjeue
193] 1J-9S4e02 9yl ul suialjed asoyl 01 S109)J)9 9yl
pue suuaaljed adeospue] Juaaand syl pPassnosIp S13d 9yl

-94n3nj ayl ul poompeap asn
Jeyl sa1dads 11jousaq 01 poaldadxe SI soaldads 9941 9sayl
JO uorlejuasaudaua paseauddoul pue aoduasadd ayl -sardads

9941 jueaajolul-apeys Jo Ayisuap aaybiy e apnjoul
01 spuels aaninj sioadxa JYNG@ ‘sardads saual ul sabueysd
uoryrsodwod ayl uo paseg -3jeixrqey apiaoad Ajjperyualod

('p1) "108loud

auo Aue 0] pasoddo se ‘syoafloid [ejuawiaioul Jo uole)

-NWINJJ® Ue WOJJ }|NSa1 PIN0J Siallieg "JUsWaAOW 0] SI3

-11Jeq 818310 PINOM Jey) SaIlIAIIOe WOJ) SpuUe| [elapa) uo
seale abexul| Asy 108104d 0] ue|d e Jusws|dwi pue dojansg

('68 12 SWYD1) "sdiysiaumo |Je ssolde ‘seale o1ydelb
-09b usamiaq pue ulym A1IAI2BUU0D adedaspue] Bul
-p1noud ul Juenodwi aqg Aew ey seale abexul| Aay Ajnuspi
:9pNJaul YdIym ‘spJepuels siss SO 8yl

"SaWIbal 82URQINISIP [BILIOISIY JBpUN PaLINd0 aARY
PINOM Jey) 8S0y} 0 Je|IWwIs aJow Suiayed pue ‘ainonils
‘uonisodwod 1saloj aanpoud 01 sao1oeld Juswabeuew
1snipe ‘1enqey xuk| Jo Aljenb ayy paonpal 1eyl saniAnde
Juawabeuew 1sed Aq pajuswbely usaq sey adeaspue] syl |

"$95$900.d 8oueq

-1N1sIp pue suisljed adeaspue| [e21101SIY a1ewixoad

-de 01 sjuswieadl uonelsha ubiseq awil ybnoayl

1e11qey XuA| Jo uonisodeixnl pue saide s|gelins ureluIe|N

:1SNwW suonoe Jedapa) eyl adinbau (S13Q
3yl Ul pald se—SyD 1) ABa1ealS pue JUsWISSassy UOITeAlss
-u0D XuAT sy ‘XuA| epeue) sy 10J 1e1iqey |ed1llud Jo uon
-eubisap 10 [enuasss si yoiym ‘uisned adeaspue| uo bulbbol
10 $1984J8 a1 ssauppe Ajarenbspe o1 sjrey S|3a 8yl (vs3)
10V Sa12ads paJabuepu3 ayl Jepun sa1dads pausiealdy] e se
pa1sI| ‘XuA| epeue) 10 swoy SI 158104 81e1S J81eM||IS a8yl

'S15940) YIMOJB pJo YlIM parel1dosse aji|p|Im JO

$919adS SNOJAWNU 40} SUOIIPUOI Jeligey Bululaap 01 paINgIU0d aAey
sabueyd asay_| "saJy Buioe|dal-puels pue ‘aseasip ‘s1oasul 03 ANjign
-daosns ui asealoul Jusdiad 09 e ul Buninsal ‘uiseg ayl Inoybnoiyl sise
-10} JO UOIISOdWO09 puUB 3INJONJIS By} Palsl|e aAey 1SeAley Jaquill pue
uoIsn|oxa all4 1uaaiad gz Aq pasealdap aney sbeus pue saail [enpisal

West Fork Timber Sale Project

Page C&R-20




pue ‘sjreJ1 pIys [euonippe ‘speod Mau [euonippe ayl wodj
XUA| uo s1oedwil sAIRINWIND JO [aA8] Pa1dadxa syl 8S0]IsIp

01 S|Ie) S13Q 3yl ‘19A0240A "S9|IqowMmous 10J eade 129load
9U1 JO asn JO |aAs] Jua4and 3yl Jo Bulpuelsiapun s1s|dwod e
sey DHNA 8y Yeys Jesd jou si 1 "(56 18 SYD1) .poolsIspun
Aj100d aae XuA| uo sanisusp peod uado Jo $1934)3 ayy,, ‘Sa1els
SV 9yl ‘paapisuod Ajerenbape usaq 10U aARY Sallisusp
91N0J PazI1010W 19]UIM-UOU pue 131UIM Y10q Jo s3oedwll ayL

10V Sa128ds padsubepul syl a9p
-un pallgiyoad uonae ue ‘XuA| Jo ,.buiel,, e sesodoid S13Q
9yl ‘10e) U] ‘Juswabeurw XUA| J1413UBI3S YIIM JUSISISUOD

S1 1e11gey XuA| Jo sso| 8yl Moy as0]dsIp 10U Ssop S13Q ay.L

(‘1€
Te Og) ‘soxe] 1ealo) ay) 1daoxa seale o1ydelboab [[e 10}
rengey Buiuusp XuA| 10} apinoid 01 axenbape aq 01 pabpnl
SeM Jeligey YiMolh pjo urejurew 03 uonoalip uejd bunsixa
‘suoIjed0| e pue| [eluswdoldaAap UIYIAA - TeugeH Buluuag
.04
XUA| onrewiwrei6o.d ayy ui passnasip se 1eyigey Buluuap urejurew
01 suoisinold ale SO 8yl Ul 1IN0 18S SpJepuels ay) Buowy

‘Nv14q
seale Ae|d a]1qOWMOUS pue S81N0J MOUS-3Y1-1aA0 paleubl
-$9p 10 Pawoo4b ul asealoul 18U ou Moje ‘1eligey XuA| ul

spue| [esspa) UO('€8 16 SYDT) "3]qe[IeAe SaW0daq Uok
-eWIOJUI SB XUA| UO S198)49 JO UOIIen|eAs aininy ajell|ioey
01 ‘1e11geY XUA| Y1IM 3p1aulod 1eyl saniAioe Bunoedwod
MOUS JO A1ISUalul pue uoneao| syl Joliuow pue depy

Page C&R-21

Comments and Responses




“A31A1308UU0D 3sd8404 301dap 03 LINNGNS

dv3ag A1ZZI14d9 HSI43LIHM ¥3ddn 3HL NI 1VL1lI9vH d31S3d04d
ONILSIX3 - T-d4 34n914 papiroad pue (-4 pue g-4 safed
“SISATYNY 3411ATIM - 4 XIANIddY “S13a) SisAjeue asqjiy
-9S4e0d2 9yl ul “XuAj] epeue) se yons “sairdads Burjamp
-1S9.40j) U0 AJIAIIOBUUOD 3S3JU0J PassSnNIsIp S13d ayl

“pT-4 abed “SISATYNY I4171QTIM
-4 X_DZm_&n_,Qv S13d =2yly ul pPassndsip -Jdam S309))o 9sayl

sjeligey ajgelrinsun Ajiaeaodwaly

104 sppoysaayl ABaleals pue JUSWSSISSY UOIIRAIISUO)
XUAT 8yl 198w osje Aayl :3eauw ol pajzebijqo

Apreba s1 OdNd yoIym “Wdvy 8yl Jesw sanljeussije

11V -3lexigey xuAj] ol s1ooj)e abeuew 01 ABajeals

pue JUBWSSASSY UOIFBAIISUO) XUAT Byl ul sauljapinb

8yl 1dope jou pIp J¥YNA “SI13A 8yl ur paraodaa Jou sadm
Jeyl suorjewilss jeliqey XuAj sajeaodaodoul Sp34 ayl

uonejndod ‘solwreuAp uonendod 1noge S)USWILIOD INO 8210Juldl
YoIYM Suolepuswilodal axew (866T) J19jAeS % ‘Ulle ‘Jsw
-UA ‘dINT DI J0 1ed e se paledaid Juswinoop 91413UBIAS B U]

"ua}

-Jew auid ay} JO UOIDUNXd JO XS JO uonenwis Jandwod e ubis
-ap 01 pasn sisAjeue AlljigelA uoneindod Jo ajdwexs ue spinoid
€66T MIelD pue AoeT "sa10ads jue|d sauo pue ajlpjIm Jo saldads
[e4aAas 10J pasn Bulaq sisAjeur Alljigeia uolrejndod Jo sajdwexa
Buipinouad Jsne| ayr ‘Aujigela uoneindod Buissesse |00 ajge|leAe
159( ay1 sI sisAeue AlljigeIA uolrejndod Aym uo UoISSNISIP apIA
-0.d €66T Ie 19 ‘4aAewiuspulT pue 66T ‘|e 19 ‘04a166ny ylog

. Aupgein uonendod Buissasse ul wa

-qo4d eyuswepuny e si (Ajigela sa1oads *6's) asuodsal |ea1b0|
-099 9y} JO 9Jeds ay) pue (aes Jagqwin e ““H°8) uonoe Juswabeuew
[e20] B JO 8]eas ay) usamiaq Ajlredsip ay ,, :Sa19ads Jo spasu

aY1 'sA sasAjeue 109lo.d Jo azis aiydeiboab sy usamiaq Alred
-S1p ay) Bulj1ouodal 10} aduepInb apinoid 66T “Je 18 ‘0sa1bbny

"eaJde 12aload ayp

apISIN0 pue ulylm satwreulp uoneindodelsw pue AlIAIRo8U
-Uu09 193Je 1ey] saanyea) adeaspue| ayl aas 01 a|gissodwil Sl
11 ‘S13@ ay1 ul anssi A11A1198UU02 8Y] JO U0ISSNasIp a1enbape
pue sdew bBuoeT ., 'seeds [euolbad Je ajedado solweUuAp
uonejndodelsw XuAk,, :(¥z 'd ‘666T) ‘Te 19 ‘04a166ny wo.u4

‘suewiny 104 SS829e pPaseald
-Ul JO 8sNeda(Q Suoseas 1ay1o bulinp yeliqey xuk| 1oedwi osfe
ued $81N0J4 $$3008/speo. asay ‘paddols aaey sainianoe buib
-60] ay3 1814 BUO| SI81XS A1IUN0D SSOID PUR ‘SIBOYSMOUS ‘SID
-[iqowmous Ag pasn aq pjnod 3ey3 S8IN0.a $sadde/speol—eale
108l04d ay3 ul pPa1oNIISU0D 8Q 01 S8IN0.J SSadde Buibbol 18ylo

West Fork Timber Sale Project

Page C&R-22




‘sasodind abueyaiaiul anauab 10} [euonouny aJe ‘siopiiiod 1o
‘Sabexul| 8yl 0s syusuodwod Jeligey jualoiyns buipiaoad ‘paysi|
-(e1Sa 9 0} Paau Seale 9102 JBYI0 YIIM Sabexul] ‘paulejurew aq
0} pasau Steliqey paganisipun AjdAlle|al JO seale 8100 "|oAs] adeds
-pue| e uo ABojorg uoneAlasuo) Jo sajdiourid syl 8zijin 01 paau
ay1 sjeanal (019 ‘YMmeysoh ‘XuA| ‘usnrew auid ‘Iaysi) ‘OUIIBAJOM
‘Jjom Aelb ‘reaq Ajzzi46 ayy Buipnjour) saloAluted 1saloy buibuel

-JeJ JO Spaau adeospue] Jabie| ay) 104 Buipinoid Jo anssi ay L

(‘pappe siseydw3) "SuatIBIINDAI
Teliqey [9A3] adedspue] Yl SoiueuAp uonejndod
a1eibajul AjaAneinuenb o1 Alijige ano aAoidui
pue suewny UM S1O1[Ju0d pue uonejuswbely) 15310}
90Npal aM SSajun d1jews|qoid SI uoibai ayl ul SaioA
-1uIed abJe| JO UONBAIsSald Wia)-buo "suoieol)
-Ipow 1eligey Jo syoedwi o14198ds 101paid 03 S|apow
Wa)SAS uolrew.oul olydelboss Jo asn pue ‘sdnolb
Bunjlom a1oAluIed 1adXa JO UoITew.o) ‘spaau
1eligey auljep JaNaq 0] YdoJeasal ‘suewiny Yiim S1olj4
-Uu092 92npal 0] saydroldde mau apnjaul spuaJll asayl
9s1aAal 01 spoy3 'suonejndod 199104d pue JojIUOW
Aj91enbape 01 Al1j1geul no pue ‘syji [ebaj)i ‘(sajo
-1yaA wouy Ajfenow *63) syreap [eluaplode ‘ye}
-10eY 159404 JO UOIIRIIJIPOW 10 SSO| ‘JUBWIYIROIIUD
uewny woJj abuel 10 siaquunu Ul Pauljaap aney
SaloAIUIRD 3bJe| 1SOIA “Alliel JO asnedaq Pa1de)
-01d awos pue ‘suoljepaidap J10j UML) SWOS ‘SUoS
-eas Jaleaqiny paje|nbal ul paiseAsey aWwos Ym
‘uoibal ayy ur snyes Bulaylip AjopIM aAey SaI0oA
-1uJed 8Say L "SpISIN pue ‘spIjdIsnW ‘spijay ‘SpIued
0 sa19ads ueljewwew pazis-abie| 0] -wnipaw TT
apN|oul 1SSMULION 21J19Bd 3Y) Ul S3I0AIUIRD 158104
:10R11SQV 91 wol4 ‘Buriojiuow pue ‘sisAjeue Alljigein

Page C&R-23

Comments and Responses




“(LINNENS ¥v3AT A1ZZI¥O HSIH43LIHM d3ddn 3HL NO

LYLI9VH 3903 ANV “HOIY3ILNI “Q3LSIH04 40 STHIV ONILINSIH
ANV ONILSIX3 - Z-d4 379Vl “€-d4 abed “SISATYNY IH170TIM
- 4 X1AN3ddY) S13a 8yx ur pakepdsip aae saianbiry ssayl

910J3J3Y) puUe SJUBWBAOW a)11p|IM 1oy ‘Buipjing peos pue Bulb
-6oJ 1sed Aq pasned ‘uianed adeaspue| Juaiind pue uoneluswbel)
Jenqey Burispisuod Jo Aissadau sy no syutod (v66T) SN

‘paysJalem ayl ul
sanIAIoR 18ylo pue 128load ayy Jo uoneiuswajdwi Buimojjo)
aW0J 0} Sapedap 40} sa10ads pare1dosse Yimoah-plo Jo spssu
1e1qRY 8yl 40} apInoad 01 Al1jIge 8yl 8oNpad PINOM S198)

-J8 YoNs saAlleulal|e ayl AQ ‘pasealdul aq pjnom 19ay)a abpa
[€103 yonw moy pue ‘IsIxa Jeyqgey ,ss19sds yimouh pjo uo
s308449 abpa yaiym 03 aaubap sy asojasip 01 sjrey S13a syl
"uoIlIpuUo9 Juasald ay) 01 patedwod ag ISNW pPajelliul Sem
(uoissaaddns aaiy Buipnjoutl) Juswabeuew a10yaq Ajjealiolsiy
Pa1SIXd eyl 158404 YIM04B-pjo pue ainjew J1014831ul JO SYI0|q
J0 9zIs 3yl (986T ‘e 18 9A0J|IAN) 1084] 153104 B 01Ul S1918W
0E-0T 4N220 $193}J9 abpa 1.yl ParuaWwNIop Si 3| "U4aduod bul
-0buo Joflew e si uoireluswbed) 158104 "A1IAI}IBUUOI P31SE.I0)
pasealdap pue ‘Jeligey JAo1ia1ul Jo Alljige|ieAe paonpad ‘abpa
1Se11U09-ybIy paseasoul ‘sazis yoyed 15840 4ap|o paonpal
‘uolreluswbea) pasealoul apnjoul saldads paye1dosse Yimoah
-p|0 U0 pue 1e1Igey YIMoah-plo uo S19a4)3 aAle|nwND

"(€66T ‘SSON) AligeIA pue ALISISAIP 8)1|p|IM dAI9saId

01 Aem (Ajuo sdeysad pue) aA1199)48 1S0W 8y} Se $10199UU0I Je)
-10eY pue sau0z Jayng Ag paiuedwodde sanlesal [eaifbojolq abie)
0 ubBisap pue 1daduod sjeas-adeaspue| syl uo snooy Buisesd

-u1 ue asinbau ssjdiourid ABojoIg UOITRAIBSUOD 1Ie-3U)-J0-0181S

‘s910ads

9JI|P[IM 8S8Y) 10} SPasu Jellgey 0] uolINgIuU0d JI3Y) Ul paziu
-60981 89 OS[e P|NOYS SeaJle 8109 punoJe SBU0Z Jayng (jeAowal
peOJ S YaNns) anoge passnasip A1aA0dal pue uoljell|iqeysas pays
-181eM 38U} JO SNJ0J 81 8q pInNoys sabexul| pue sealse 8109 yiog

West Fork Timber Sale Project

Page C&R-24




S41IP|IM BWos Jo Alljige ayy paonpal pue sielgey 3 p[IMm
aWO0S Pare|osI Sey SIYL "1elgey Jo SYJ0]q Usamiag pue
UIyIIM AJIAIIO8UUOD JO SSO| B pUR SpUR| Palsaloy Jo uole)
-uswiBel) Ul 8SeaIoUl Ue Pasned aARY BURIUOIA UJS1SaM pue
‘oyep| ‘uobalO pue uoIBUIYSBAA UISISES JO UISEq JaAlY
vIQUIN|0D JOLIBIU| ay) SS0Joe sulaned 1saAtey Jaquuil |

('T0Z-€ 8fed) "(L1-O NaIux3 pue 966T LIUa0M
pue J3X21pI17) S1elqgey pailaaid 418y} JO IN0 aINJUBA
AJa1el 1ey] sa10ads 01 JueAs|al ,,S109))a abpa Ag payreds
-un Jeligey JO pueq e uIeluod,, 01 ybnoua apIm aq pjnoys
SI0PI1I0D BAI199)48 asnedaq Juerodwi ate (SYpim) -
sayored ymmolh pjo usamiag SuoI1daUU0I PalsaI0S

:saje)s (ey00Z) 921MSS 152104 YASN

"(€66T B1D

pue Aoe iz66T ‘Aydinip pue 1004e|A) AlljigelA uoleindod

“9°1 9oud)sIsIad sa10ads wis1-buo] 1noge pasn suondwnsse alep
-1|eA 01 JapJo ul spuaJy uonejndod Jojiuow 0} sguenodwi Junow
-eded Jo os|e sI1] "DYNQA ayr Ag suop usaq JaAau Sey SIy1 Ing
("p1) patspiIsuod ag 1snw Ajigela uonendod afpim uo syoed
-WI 8y} JO SuoIeIapISU0I Jelodwsa] ‘os|y ‘solweuAp uonendod
O Sainseaw azIjin 1sSNW W/ Ad punos e eyl 1no juiod os|e (¥66T)
‘e 19 ‘019166nY (W Ad., J91eaI8Y) sishjeuys A)|igeIA uohe)
-ndod punos AJJealjiusIds e ul papnjoul aq 1snw pue suolejndod
1ay10 01 sabeyul] pue ‘syes yimmolb uoirejndod ‘azis uonejndod
Buissasse apnjoul solweuAp uonendod “AujigelA uoiendod
1noge suonaipaid Bunjew 01 A8y SI ydalym—auwinl J1aA0 uolrejndod
© JO 89ua)sisiad 03 Siagad solwreuAp uolendod "sa10ads ajl|
-p1IM J0 ANIJIGRIA BU] JO JUBLUSSASSE Punos AJedlj1ualos e axew
0] pasn a( 1snw Jey) sia1awe.ed Jo abuel ay) urejdxs 0] uo saob
S| “So1wreuAp uonendod jou ‘SonSIIaIdeIRyd Jeliqey 0] Siajal
«81GBIA,, W3 8y} JO 8sn s,S4 8y Yey o syutod S| “Aljigela

Page C&R-25

Comments and Responses




sa19ads snoJawnu Joy . Butuonouny uonejndodelsw ui siusuod
-wod A3y, aq 01 Jeadde Jey) sabexul] 1e11gRY SapIACId 1eyl JaA0D palse
-10} 9AOWAJ UBD 31 10 1SaAIRY ‘JUaIXa pue uonisod adeaspue] uo Hul
-puadaq *(200z "[e 18 SpJeyory) yenqgey yimodB pjo aimny pue Bunsixs
juswBely Jayuing ued sayored abels [edn1onuls/|eias-1ale] Auew JO SazIs
32010 ay3 Buionpay "(Z66T UOSIapUY pue Ja[|33]) SSaupaldauu0dIalul
paywi| pue sadeys yared Jeaul] Ag pareuILLOp 0 S|3A3] PlOYSa4yl Jeau
10 Je aJe JelIqey paliaaid J1ay) JO S)UNowe yi satdads pare1oosse Ymolh
PO 8WOS 0 [BIUBLILIIAP 3] UBI IaYJOU. 0} UOIIIPUOI PUBIS BUO WO}
UOISIBAUOD “|aA8] adeaspue| 8y} Je AJeA 0S[e adueqanisip JO S10a4)3

"MSLI 341} PaSeald

-ul pue Buriayreh poomaily ybnoayl Sso| 01 SpURIS PaIsal0) Jaylo pue

IM0JB plo ul sainyeay Jeliqey ol ppim juenodwi Auew asodxe a1jqnd

3y} 0] uado aJe Jeyl speoy ‘(‘daid Ul ‘WOPSIAN pue aleg ‘966T ‘| 18

‘paay) $Sa29e Asy] Seale 1SaAJRY BU] UBY) 10W SAWIIBWOS ‘SpuelS paisa
-10} UO $103)J3 abpa |elURISONS SNBI Ued SPeOJ JO 92U34INJ0 dy L

‘Adoued Buiiayng aininy Jo ANISISAIP 3y asealoul
SAWIBWOS pue uoiesauabal aresa|adde ued Juswabeuew juadelpe ‘puey
1310 3y UO "(966T B1UB0Y pue 18X21PIT) aJ0W IO 198} OOGT Pual
-xa Aew sayisesed 1sau pue siojepaid Aq uonensuad pue sjuejd 210X
JO UOISBAUI 8} {puels B 0Jul 198} G9T J9A0 aleJlauad 01 punoy usag aney
S198448 parejal-Iay1eapn “(TO0Z Seuor pue [1assny) siengey JoLsul bui
-191Je Ag spuels yimoih pjo Jo azis aAidaye syl Bulonpal ‘Jayng abpa
3yl anowWaJ ued yimoub pjo o1 Juadelpe Buluing 1o BunsaareH "s1094e
aAnisod awos aney Aew 1ng ‘Yymnolb pjo uo s1oays aanebau sey Ajpsow
ymolb pjo o1 usdelpe AjareIpawii spueis ul Buluing Jo 1santeH
:S13a ayr ut Ajjigeia
Uo S1984Ja uoneuswbel) JO uoneIapIsuod Inoynm 1asloid syl Ag
paleqJaoexa ag PINoM Jeyl S10a)4a ‘Tellgey YImoab-plo uo s109)
-18 uoneuawbely syl sassnasip (ey00z) 921AI9S 152104 WYASN

('9TZ-¢€ 8bed) "(266T

pue 966T Juswabeue pueT Jo neaing pue 8dIAISS 159404
‘SN ‘9667 ©IISOT]) abueyaaiul a18uab Jo $so| wial-Huol
ul Bunnsai ‘adeaspue| ay1 sso4oe anow 0] suonejndod

West Fork Timber Sale Project

Page C&R-26




(‘panIwo suolreld jeussiul) ‘sessadold uon
-e|ndode)aw |enuajod Jo sourUBlUIRW 8y} pue suolreindod
-gns Buowe A1IAII98UU09 8y} JO swia) ul pabpnl aq pjnoys
abexul| 10 Jop1110d ' Jo Buluonouny |nyssaoons ayl' " "AlIAI
-22Uu09 Bulurejurew 1oj |00] B 01 1931 01 pasn AJuoOWLWOd
W8} Jayloue si JopLiio) "saydled Jeligey Huowe juswsrow
10 suo1199UU09 aJe a1sy) Jeyr Ajdwi |[e ‘Aren sabexul|
O suoniugep ayl ybnoyl y ‘panaiyde aqg ued AlIAI08U
-u09 Jo sajdiounid ay1 yoiym Ag swisiueydaw ale sabexui]
‘SWISIURYIALW 3SaY] SSNISIP Jayl
-IN} 866T ‘19]|0/\ pUe UOSLLIEH ("PanIWo SUoIeND [eulsiul “*pj)
"S81INJUaJ 10
sapedap 10) palinbal aq [j1m AJIAIIDBUUOD UleUIRW 0] Pasn
swisiueydawW sy} yeyl abpajmouoe 1snw saA13aalqo ayl
‘S9seD [[e u] *** "Syergey ayeusl|e ||IM S3oURCINISIP 1UBJ9)
-JIp Y2IYM 0] JUB]IXa pue Uoljeinp ayl JapIsuod 1snw SaAll
-23[qo 8y 1un adeaspue] syl UIYIIM S$a2URCINISIP 1B1IgRY
[[e 10} JUN0J2Jk 0} Paau $aAN3IQo ANIAIIDBUUOD ** “uN
adeaspue| yoea 104 18S aq pnoys saAnaalqo A1IA108uUU0D
108V ..'Sayo1ed a821nosal Buowre Juswanow sapaduwil 10 Saje]
-1119.} adeaspue] ay) yd1ym o1 aaibap ayl,, se AlIA1I08UU0D adeds
-pue| Jo uoniuiyap e 1dope Aayl .. '|[ons| adeaspue| ay) e paule)
-urew aq pjnoys AJIAII28UU0I,, ‘81e1S 866T ‘18]|0A PUe UOSLIIRH

('L6T-¢ 01 96T-€ sabed)
..'sadeys pue azis yoled abels [einonils/[elaS—salweuAp adeaspue,,
* pue £, AIAN28uu0D—SsalweuAp adeaspue,, 01 A[10a41p ale|

-aJ $3123ds pare1dosse Yimoub pjo pue 1elgey ymmoih pjo uo s10a43

"paleanun Ys| JI SaourgINISIP [eanieu
W04y Ys1 Jo aa1bap ayr uo spuadap yoroudde syl Jo 1yauaqg ayl (9667
‘e 18 ‘dwe)) seaJe sWOS Ul YIMOIH PlO JO UOITLRBID [NILUBAS B} 81
-|999®. pIN0J Sspuels abes [edn1anlIs/|eas pIW pue a1e| awos Jo Buluing
-13pun 10 1s8AJeH “(866T “[e 18 JaWNAN ‘966T Biusoy| pue 1axoIpi)

Page C&R-27

Comments and Responses




J9A8U pue[SI 91UBS0 Jeyl uolou ayl pue ‘(T86T
‘e 18 UlpjueIH 98S) Suolle|al WeIsAs09s YImolab-pjo
a1eaLiul INoge abpajmouy| JO 3Ie| INO JO asnedag
:0S|V ..'W?a1sAs
adeaspue| pajelbajul ue se uonouny Asyl os paubisap ag 1snw
seale uo1199104d 214199ds-011S pue Butuued Juswdojansp Yim
pajesbajul si Buluuejd uoneAlasuod JI Ajuo spuej 1sa1o4 o1gnd
Uo paulejulew aq ||IM AJISISAIP 21101q,, eyl SaAaI1|8q SLeH "

‘pueIS Yyimoub-pjo
ay1 Jo Adoued ay mojaq Bunsius wouy 1ybij pue puim JUsA
-a1d 01 ybnous asusp pue ybnous |je1 Ajuo Ing ‘ymmolb pjo
a( 0] 8ABY 10U S30P PUrlS Jang Buipunoins ayl Jeyl ‘Jens
-MOy ‘810U 0] Juepiodwil S1 3| “eale |10} 8yl JO 940T 01 diins
1a14nQ 100J-009 aY1 83npaJ 0} JapJo ul (eY 0G8‘Z) Salde
000‘/ INOQe 3q 0} PaauU PINOM PURIS JB|NAIID /" "Bale
wnugijinba 945Gz Ajuo pue eale Jayng 945/ Aj4eau Jo 1SIS
-U0J PINOM puelS YIMoiB-pjo Jejnaaid (ey 08) 840e-00z (V)
:youb
Pl0 pajuswibely JO SSaUBAINDBLS 1elIgey S8SSNISIP SueH

19Q
-WI} 8Jnjew JO au0z Jayng e Aq papuno.ins puejst 1eliqey
ymnoab-pjo ue se abue| se sswiy ua) sdeytad ag pjnoys
spuejs uoiresauabal pue 1ndsea|d Ag papuno.ins si 1ey)
Tel0RY YIMOoIB-PJo JO pueIS B 8ZIS PUR|SI 8AI108)40 dWeS ay}
AABIYJe 0] J3pJo u(]) " “X1jew BuiuaAislul 8y JO 8duaJa)
-41p Yeuqey Jo sa.ibap (€) pue ‘puesi ymolb-pjo Jejiwis e
w04y aourlsIp () ‘azis [enioe (T) ate pue|s! 1elqey ymmolb
-P|O UB JO 8ZIS 8AI199}49 BU] aUIWIBIBP 1Y) SI010B) 931y L
:sayared ymwmoub-pjo Jo
1e1I0RY JOLISIUI BAI10848 puR AJIAIIDBUUOD SASSNISIP SLJeH

West Fork Timber Sale Project

Page C&R-28




IMoUB PJo 950G JO UCIINQLISIP PazIjeao] e 1ey) s1sebbns yaueasay ('pi)
Aurenb 1e110BY JO SATRWISA 8AI108449 10} MO][e 0] Alessadau sI Buliojiuow
J0 sieak anly 1sea] 1 "symeysoh Jo ANUIDIA 8U) Ul papIoAe 8q Salde 09-0G

uey) Jayealb Buiuado 15810} 1Ry SPUBLILINIaL OO0Z ‘92IAISS 153104 WASN

"UOIJRIIXS 824N0S3J URY) Jayel AljIgeIA BulInsul pue uoIeAIasUOd sa19ads Uo
paoe|d Ajareidoadde aiow sem siseydwsa J1 ‘1dope ybiw DHYNQ ay) saibarens
UOI1BAJIBSUOD YMeysoh uiayuiou Jo sajdwexs alow aJe £66T || 18 Buling pue

'966T "[e 18 UOSIBA| ‘q000Z 891AISS 189104 YASN ‘666T '[e 19 ‘WeyelD (‘€661
‘e 18 Buling osfe 9a3) *("pI) paureiurew ag sease Bulsau J1sy) ulyum yimoah
P|0 JO 9505-02 eyl Symeysob Jo Al1jIgeIA 0] [RIIUBSSS SI 3| "JUNOJJR OJUl UsXe)
a0 01 9J9M SUOITRISPISUOD JelIqey adedaspue| JI pajuawajdwi aqg pjnod Jeyl Abs
-1eJ1S UOITRAISSUOD YMeysob ulayuiou e 1oy siseq e apinoad e 18 ‘spjoukey

‘(066T ‘PA0JPag-49X2040) papinocad atam
S1SaU punoJe s1ayng abae| uaym usas ‘Buibbol renJed u9)

-Je Ajjeairewrelp pasealdsp suoneindod ymeysob 1eyl punoy
159404 [euolleN geqie ayl Ul yoaessay 'suun Buiand woay
Jej) seade bulpnjoul ‘yeliqey renuslod pue Aaad ‘sa01139dwiod
‘Buibeaoy ‘Buiisau saeulse ‘1elgey Ajiwe) buibpa)s-1sod
‘Bunsau Ymeysoh 1084 pjnom syoeduwil sAIRINWND 43Yy10 pue
100l04d 8yl yum pajerdosse aosueqanisip 18ylo pue buibbo

"eaJe JusWl
-afeuew uolle]101-BUO| © YlIM YB3 punolins 0l Si
eale 9AI1199)J0 S, puUR|SI YIea adueyua 01 pue ‘WaIsAs
-023 Yymoub-pjo ayy uodn paoe|d sassalls ay) pue
10} Spuewap ayl yioq arelapow 03 Aem () " "aim
-n} aleIpaWIWI 3y} Ul Spue|sl Juswade|dal Se aAleS
01 Sse|d abe Jeak-00z 01 -00T dyl ul abeaide Juald
-1JJNS JO >0€| 8y} Jo asnedsq painsnl ssyung st siy |
"SWIBISAS09a YmouB-plo aAlreluasaldal apise 18S 0}
apewW aq 1SN JuawIwwo?d Jofew e ‘spue|si Jjays
[EIUBUIIUOD SB SSBUYILI JO |9A3] BWIES BY) aA3IYde

Page C&R-29

Comments and Responses




“siSAjeue ual|1)-9sae0d ayl Aq
paaan0d aq 0] pajldadxa ade saldads siIyl 03 S309)J)9 ayl
“O4Na Aq so12ads OAILISUSS B PaJddpisSuod Jou 1oy Ssaldads

paJabuepus syl JAspun palsi] Adayllau si salodads siyl
“sSymeysob uo pPaloNpuod Jou Sem SISAjeue a91ij-dul) VY

$1N220 uoIlelIeA d13susb Yyolym Je ajeas ayi sl
SIY1 asnedaq ‘|ans] uonejndod ayy uo snaoj Ajlies
-$999U 1SNW U132U09 JO Saldads Jo A1an0day "AlIS
-19A1p [ed160]01q JO auljasp syl Jo wajqo.ad 1ab
-J1e| 8y} Jo Jusuodwod e sI oSje 31 INg ‘auoje anssi
SNOoIJ3s e SI SIYy Bululjosp pue snolaedaud se
panladaad Ajjeaausb 1ng umou Aja00d si saels
Pa1IUN UASIS3AA 8] Ul Jsysl) ay) Jo snjels ay |
1866T “'Je 19 ‘A8WlIAA Ul pagliasap se ‘daysly ayi Jo snieis uone|ndod
m:o_\:mUm\_Q pue urejiadun ayl mN\A_@c@ pue aso|asip 01 pajle) S13d ay.L

"eale Buibeloy) aioe

000'G SIyr puoAaq pareubisap reygey [eutfbrew aiow Jo saloe
000S-00GZ 40 seale [euonippe Yum ‘symeysob Joj pareubisap aq
‘paniwiiad s1 BuibBo| ou yaiym ul 15810} asusp JO $aide 000SG<
0 eaJe Buibeioy e 1ey) spuswiwodal (066T) PIoypPag-19204D
‘papinoid J0u SI JMIgeRY JOLIBIUI 15804 JO Slunowe ajenbape

11 ymeysob ayp ade|dsip pue ¥meysob ayr yiim a1adwod Aew salo
-ads paydepe-abpa J18Y10 "syMeysob 03 10adsal YIIMm palspIsuod
Ajybnoioy alow usaq aAey pjnoys uoleuawbel) Jo anssi ay |

« (/66T ueuusiq pue

1199 ‘686T ‘UBPIAN) abeiueApe 01 AlljiqelaAnauew 1ybij) J1vy)
asn 0] pue usasun Aaid yoroidde 01 wayl sywiad eyl ainjonils
uolelaban Jayaid symeysoo),, ‘4N abpojisag-peaylaneag ayj ul
S13 zuenQ suoisAsy 8y 4o} \yd/3g 8y 01 BulpI0ddY 9408 pue
G/ usamiag Adoued A101S19A0 Ue puswiodal (686T) OURIST pue
premAeH ‘ajdwexa 104 ‘seai] able| Jo Jaquinu abie| B YlIM Seale
pue J3A02 A101SIBA0 21U} B YIIM PaJeId0SSe US40 aJe SHMBYSO9)

"SYMRUSOD U0 UOITRWIOJUI [BUIA SBPNJIUL OS[e 002 ‘AlISIenl[
[ea160j01g J10J J81USD Ul PapIACId UOIBWIOUI J141UBIOS BY L

(€667 ‘[e 18 BuInNg) symeysob Jo AlIjIgRIA 10) MO||e 01 paulelulew aqg pjnoys

West Fork Timber Sale Project

Page C&R-30




“(82-4 ybnouyy 9z-4 sabed “SISATYNY IA1TIATIM

- 4 X1AN3ddV “S13d) pe3onpuod sem sisAjeue usyjij-suly
e ‘yons sy -(9z-4 pue Gg-4 sabed ‘SISATYNY IAITATIM
- 4 X1AN3ddV “S13a) aA1lIsuss se saloads siyl paisi|
JdNd “Shyl faaysi) ayl JOo sniels ayl saziuboodaa YNNG

paxoeg-3oe|q ayl ‘seloads aAllIsuss-buibbo| Jayloue Buiprebay

*1ays1y ay1 oy saiba1e.Is UoIRAISSUOI JO Sjuswdo
-1anap Buruuibag Jo sajdwrexa sapinoid (966T ‘Uasuyor pue (parepun) ssuor

‘pajueLIem Jou
s1 10edwi Juealy1ubis ou Jo Bulpul) v ‘syoedwi syl ayebiniw
Ajerenbape 10 108load ay3 Jo sjuswiale asayl 4apIsuod Ajjny
10U $30p So ay1 ‘198load syl Agq paroedwl aq pjnod [eAIAINS
13ysl) pue sajoAd ajl] 48ysly Jo s10adse aayio pue ‘AJISIBAIP
o118uab ‘seade Bulisal ‘Buluusp ‘QUBWSAON ‘Teliqey Jaysly
108je AjaAnebsu pjnom 12aload ayl yaim paeloosse salliAlloe
1330 pue [eaowsa.u Beus ‘Buibbol aaisuaixs ayl *(29-¢ 'd ‘w3
9|199g panods s,4N peayre|d) ..(syrdsp mous uo Buipuadap)
Aj1annoadsal 198} GT-0T pUe 9608 payoeoidde Adoued

[17un saaysiy Ag suonejueld Jo asn Buniuny asysty [enueIsqns
puly 01 198dxa J0uU pIp (TE6T) Seuor pue uado Ajdre) ag pjnom
Aay1 ‘,51n2 Jed|d, 8Q 10U PJNOM UOIIIPUOI PUR]S JUdLIIRaI]
-1sod ay1 ybnoy ,, "1aquwin 4o} pabeuew AjaAlsusiul spuels
Ul paonpaJ aq pjnom asay ] ‘sbeus 1o sboj 1a1awrelp abae| ul
puNoyj a4k SUsp [eudalewl pue [eleu J0j SJUsawWajs 1elIgeH '1el
-1qey Jaysty 10edwi Ajgstanpe pinom yosload pasodouad ay

(PanIWo suoIIelId [eulalul 'y T 1e "pl) s48q

-winu [jews 418yl pue A11A1308UU09 JO MJe]| JIayl
JO asnedaq uolled.anxa [euolfaJ pue |ed0] 01 9|qe
-1aulnA Ajswiaaixa ag Aew suonejndod juaaan)d
‘suolrejndod pajuswbed) pue paje|osl 01 uiseq
eIquinjoD J01J33ul 3y} Ul Jeligey a|geyns ul Sus
-Us1J JO uonNQLIISIp [e31101SIYy 8yl padnpau aney
uonelo|dxalan0 pue uoneaalje 1egey dllews)
-SAS *SWv1SAS02a pue S8 IUNWIWOD JO SJUBWId|d
1UaN11IsU09 8yl aJe [a1s] uone|ndod asnedsq pue

Page C&R-31

Comments and Responses




(8¢

-4 ybnoayxr 9z-4 sabed “SISATYNY IA1TATIM - 4 X1ANIddY
“S13Q) SaAljeudalje yiog Jaspun s309j)3o anljebHau aoulw
JO 2UNSOooSIp 40} 9jeuolled pue Suaysiy 03 S309)119
je1juajod ayl SassSnoSIpP SisAjeue Jaljij-auly ayl

A|1eAn19N41S UIYlIM pue ‘MoJyl-pulm se Yyans ‘saoueq
-1n1sIp eanjeu suobiapun aAey eyl seale ul Ajrewiad
puUNOJ aJe $99.41 Pa1sajul 41910gPOOM pUR 8[183q MJeq
‘S158404 pauanqun uj "S1s840) pauing UIylim juepunge
1SOW aJde aeAde| A18Y) pue ss[19aq asay ‘(aepnAjoos
pue ‘seploAquieasd ‘seplisaadng) saj1esq 18410gPOOM
pue saj19a( MJ4eq AQ paziuo|od usaq aAeY Jey) SeaJl
BuiAp 10 peap Ajpuadaa Jo sainisusp ybiy urejuod yeyl
s1eligey pa1sal0) Adnaoo siaexadpoom paxoeq-yoe|g
-SOUH|IA Us]
-J0 0S DYNQ 8Y3 18yl suoipuod 158104 A1sA ayy uodn spuad
-3p 18>93dpoom paxaed->oe|q ayl ¥yl salou (€00z e 19
SI|IH) 1uawWIssasse Jay2adpoom paxoeq-3oe|q T uoibay sy

‘Aljeriow a1 Buisned syusbe uo Ajal 1eyl sa10ads Jaylo

pue si1ax2adpoom uo syoedwil ay) asojasIp S13Q dYl S0P aIaym
-ON ‘Aa1jod pajrey) 1eyy Jayuny pjnom 19afoid pasodoid ay) mou
pue ‘Aa1j0d S1Y1 Y1IMm 1Ua1SISU0d Ajareunlioqun ‘a1am suolloe 1sed

*8U1j98p JBayuNy asned 01 A|axI|
SI UoIedIpRIS 123sul pue uoissaiddns a.i) panunuod pue
‘SeA 92U0 I Se Juepunge ag 01 10U AJaX1| SI J8x2adpoom
payJeg-32e|q ayl ‘aloyalayl ‘sieak oG 1se] ayl Jo (buibbo)
abeAJes a'1) SaIlIAIIOR UOIIINPaJ 8SeasIp pue 193sul pue
uoissalddns aii) ay) yum aosuejeq Jo Ino Ajpeq si adeaspue|
ay1 Inq ‘adeaspue| ayr uo ade|d J1ay) aAeY all) pue asessip
Tey pazifeal (S1eak GT 01 0 1Se| 8yl UIYIIM) Ajjusdal aney
3 ‘AJINJSsa00Ns AaAle[a] pa1equiod uaag aABY pue 1s9
-10J . Ay1jeay, ayl JO Salaus PalapIsu0d Usaq aney allj pue
9seasIp ‘s1eak g 1se| 8yl Inoge 104 "ayedipels 0} pajdwane
aney sieiybiy aliy pue sie1saloy) 1eyl Buiyihiane saqriossp
eyl ayoiu e |14 01 sieadde usx2adpoom paxoeg-3oe|q ay.L
;501018 (266T) A11ay) ‘1oxdadpoom

West Fork Timber Sale Project

Page C&R-32




“(8-4 pue

‘-4 ‘G-4 ‘g-4 sebed ‘SISATYNY I417ATIM - 4 X1ANIAY
“S13Q) Ssoa12ads SNOJAOAILD3SUL 0] S103))9 9yl SassnoasiIp
poompeap o1 Hurureluaad sisAjeue 4931 ]13-9S4e0D 3L

"paulwexaun
urewsad Jim Aarjod uoissaaddns aa1) Butobuo Jo s1oedul sAleiNWND 3yl
ABa1ea1s uoeAIasSUOI © 31eald 0] Buljre) ul Ajgreuniioiun ‘AlljiIgelA uonl
-e|ndod Jax0adpoom paxoeg-xor|q 01 1834yl 1s8661q sy ade saiouabe Bul
-Beuew pue] ano jo saioijod Buibboy ,.abeAfes,, pue uoissaaddns auai) syl
‘s19x99dpoom paxorg-3oe|qg ayl Jo suolreindod ajgelA aansua 01 ABare.als
d]qIsuajep A|[eal}IusIos ‘a]qes0M QUa1sIsU0d e paubisap 194 sey suo ou
1eU1 [B3A34 QB8EAT ‘U0 01 paydene s1s160joiq 4ay1o AQ SpUSWIWOD ay |

'suang
paqluosaad ybnouayl paresud Bulaq aae peap paj|ix-a14 JO sadoe
a|gededwod ssajun ‘suang Bulbeajes ur OANGG 8y 10J |Jed ..bul
-1S1| [e4apal 01 puall,, e BulploAe ajgnoJl BuiAey aae ap\ "paliwi|
AJan Apeadje si 1eyl 1eligey senowal ajes abeajes yoes 1eyl pue
‘a49y wajqoid s1984)8 aAlRINWND abny e aAey am Jey] Swass 1|

:saye1s Buibboy

a41)-1sod pue uoissaaddns aa1) 01 anp 19x29dpoom paydeq

-9e|qg ay1 uo s1oedwi 01 spaebad ul sarels (q‘egeeT) uejoq

'suang
abae| usamiaq spolaad Buluantalul syl Ul S|aAs] dAI
-onpoJadaa 3uis 01 doap Aew 1ng ‘suang ul S|aAs| aAIONP
-04daa 824n0s 1e 3onpoadau s1ax29dpoom paxoeqg-xae|q
1eyl pazisaylodAy (G66T) 01INH "suop usaq aAeY S1S840)
pauJangun pue pauJang ui Saisusp 19x2adpoom paxoeq
-)9e|q usamiag suosiaedwod snoaobir ou INg ‘s)so
-10J pauangun ul sanIsusp 1aMoj Ajjenueisgns 1e 1nddo
Aew Aayy 1eyl 1s866ns oyep| udaylaou ul 38404 pauang
-un ul s1ax2adpoom padaeg-3oe|q JO SUOITBAIIS]O
s.10jAe] (e1ep paysijgndun aojAe ] ‘ssead ul assijng
pue 136291S ‘866T UsleyuIa\ ‘266T UBWIOH ‘G66T
a1eqg ‘/86T '|e 10 suebboo) ‘9861 e 19 ||Ng sedeaspue|
pauJangun ul and20 0s|e s1ax2adpoom paxoeqg-yoe|g:

("PaNIWO SUOILIIY [eudaIU]) "S1S310) YIMOIB-PIo 8SIaAIp

Page C&R-33

Comments and Responses




pabpajmouoe spasu Jeliqey paulwia1ap Aj[eaI11Us1dS YLIM SISeI1u0d
9z1s a1enbape Jo sbeus AJ10ads 01 aanjie) ayl pue syiun Buibbo] awios ul
paurelal aqg 0] sjuswade|dat sa41 usalb pue sbeus Jo Jaquinu Aajed syl

‘Y661 ‘18UIdA\ pue premAeH ‘aid
-Wexa 10} ‘995 "sanIAne 1uswabeuew Jaylo pue BuiBBo| 01 aAnISUSS aJe 1ey)
UJa2u09 Jo saldads ale |Mmo Aelb 1ealf ay) pue |MO [ealoq ‘palejnwiwel) ay L

"("p1q1) sayored 1e1qeRy
UdaMIaQ S[enpIAIpuUl Jo aBueyaialul SMOje Jeyl Jauuew e ul Ajjeo
-1ydelBoab painqLIsIp ag pjNoYS sualew [enplAIpul JoJ 1eligey
3]ge1ns ‘abuel S)I SS0J0B pauleulew s uauew Jo uonejndod
3|CRIA B eyl ainsus 0 ,, :AlljIgeIA usrew Bulinsus 0] [enuss
-$9 SI A1IA1108UU0D 1elIgeY JO UOITRIBPISUOD ‘0S| '158404 YIMoib
PO 10 ainJew ul paulejulew aqg pjnoys abues awoy uspew ajew
-9] 10 950G 15e9| 18 1eyl Bunsahbbns yaseasal Sa11d OS|e 1| “JaluIM
ul ArenanJed ‘J9A02 15910} WO 1838} OGT URY) 310W 84NJUSA
AJa1el pue ainsojo Adoued 8311 9,01 Ueyl Ja1ealb Yylim spuels
15040} Jajaid suaprew 1eyl bunssbbns youeasal pamsalAal susiew
JO Spaau 1e11qey Yymmouh-pjo Jo Arewwns si (066T) 891AISS 159
-104 WASN '92BMNS MOUS 8Y] JBpun SS8238 10} SMO||e pue ‘Ssal)
Ja1awelp abue| pue stigap Apoom as1eod ul sadejd Buluusp pue
Bunsal sepinoid ‘siorepaid plroAe 0] suapew SMmojje yimolb pjo

"Usapew ay) oy saloads Aaud Jo

Apgejrene ayy aonpas pjnom 19afoud siy1 1oj pasodouad Buibbol
3yl "sa10ads ajljpjim Yyimolh-pjo Jayloue ‘uanrew auld ay) 1oy
sa11s11919R.1ey9 JelIgey Jueniodwi ale s1igap Apoom umop abie)
pue sBeus Aq papinoid AJISISAIP [BIUOZIIOY pUR [eII1IBA Tey)
a1edlpul ‘666T ‘UoILN|G pue |INg pue (866T) ‘[e 19 ‘01ahbny

"(€66T ‘901MJSS 153104

VAsn) J31UIM ay) Ul $15840J J1J-SejfnoQ uoIeAs|a-Mo| 01 -pIll 8Sh 01 UMOU|
0S| aJe SSULIBAJOAA '1S310) YIMO0IB-p|o pue eIpUN] SB 3SIBAIP Se Slellqey

aSN SBULIBA|OM Jey} punoy “elquinjod ysniig ut Apnis e ul (L66T) Y0407

West Fork Timber Sale Project

Page C&R-34




10 ygp sayoul Tg) sbeus abue] urelsd o1 paliwwod IOYNA

"S134 8yl ul pPa31dLUI0D

Sem 40443 SiIy]l -~po3daodoa AJSnOsuUOAAD S49M “S3I1RISUBP
Peus jou ‘suesaw 30]d aaoe-uajxaenb syl ‘asnamoy
‘pa3yuaodaa sem pue paauandoo Huijdues Beus “31oafoad
Syl ul -uorjeaedaad ajes Jsaquil [I3uUN pPalda]o2d
JOU 94' SalI1ISUdp 9Sayl SSasse 01 elep “‘AppedrdAl

-2 Bo| JO spoylaw J3y1o pue SI0pILII0d auljAXS OS[e pue Suladuod A1ajes
0 asnedaq pa1dadxa sso| Breus JO JUNOLIE ay] asojdsIp 01 S|ie) S13A ay.L
‘(suonenbal YHSO 01 anp) suoneiado Buibbo] Bulinp suoseal A1ajes
10J umop 1n2 aq Aew sBeus 1eyl Japisuod Ajgrenbape 10u seop S13Q 9yl

‘|Iapowl
ay1 anoadwi Ajrealb pjnom Alisuap Jsxaadpoom 01 Alisuap Beus Jo uon
-e|al pue ‘sia1sau AlAed AIepuodss JO 1eyl 01 siaxdadpoom Jo ANsusp
U1 JO UOIIR[3J ‘s19x23dp0OOM Pa01-931Y) pUR PaxIeg-ae|( JO Spasu
Buibeio) ‘sbBeus Jo Sajel ||e) UO UOITRWIOLUI [RUCIIPPY “eale J1ydelh
-09b6 pue adAl 158104 Aq Sa1nyea) JelIgRY Y10 pue sbeus JO Siaquinu
AJ193ds 18U SauljapInb 01 sabueyd 1sabbns Aew [apow sy} ‘paresod
-102UI SI UOITeWIOUI SIY} 82UQ "S8INIdNJIS JelIgey JBY10 10} Spasu pue
‘sBeus Jo Aouednado ajdijnw ‘saal] 15004 JO SOIISLIBIIRIRYD pUe Jaquinu
‘sazis abues awoy ‘(sBoj pue ‘sbBeus ‘saaly aAll) sarensqans Buibeio)
J19x9adpoom uo uonewojul Mau ay) sajesodiodul 1eyl [apow e Buiealo
AAJOAUL pInoys Juawabeuew Beus ul dals 1xau ay 1ey) 1sabbns apn

*al0e Jad sbeus Inoj 1noge
Yl Seale Ul palindao suoiieindod Jaxoadpoom a|geIA Jeyl arealpul
Sa1pNIs 1Ua23J MO ‘adA] 158104 Aq ulelal 0] sBeus Jo siaquunu 21j19ads
15966ns J0u op am ybnoyy v ‘Bunsoos pue ‘Bunsau ‘Butuusp ‘Buibe
-10} 10} palinbal aJe 1elqey pue sbeus [euoiIppe ‘a}1|p|IM 40 SpPaau ay)
193w AJ Ny 01 Tey1 S1sabbNs yoseasal mau ‘(6/.6T) SIaUl10 pue sewoy
JO uonealjgnd 8y} 0UIS "UOIBULIOJUI M3U SIY} 193[48] 10U Sa0p Spue|
153404 21jgnd uo 1euqey 3y pIM Buipiaoid 1oy UORIBIIP JUBLIND "

"aJ1|P|IM 01 3|gen|eA 1sow sfo| pue ssal) Jo
UOI123]8S pUR UOIUS13J 8Y1 U0 UOITewIojul Mau sjuasald Juswnoop siy L
19715 /66T “[e18 ‘|Ing

‘reliqey

yIoJB-plo Jo Jusuodwod AJessadau pue [eIA Jayloue ‘sbeus ul JuaIoLep

aJe eaJe 19aloud ayy ul suun Buibbo| pjo Auew moy asojasIp 10U saop S13d
ay) puy “BuibBol pauueid ayr ynm pareurwfs Ajjenueisqns aq pinom (66T
‘e 18 Usal9)) ymoih pjo uIylim saai aa1dasep pue sbeus jo Aisusp ybiy ayL
01d01 SIY3 U0 S13d 8y} YHM SISIIU0D ey} Uoljewiosul

oynualds Jussaad zT xipuaddy S13SA dINIFOI1 pue (S13Q 8yl Ul pauo

—666T) SIUBH "PO00Z ‘991AU8S 158104 YASN) sauljapinb Beus euoibay
padojanap A[1uadaa 0] 1934 USA3 1,Usa0p S13d 9yl 'S 2yl Ag a1aymaes|a

Page C&R-35

Comments and Responses




“seade 1sandey pasodouad ayy

ur paurelad ag pInNoys eyl sjusawiinidad Beus pue sbeus
JO 9z1s pue Jaqunu wnwiutw ayl sAepdsip (NOILNILIY
9YNS J8pun ‘g-y abed “SNOILYOI4103dS ANV SNOILYINdILS
- V XIAGN3ddY) S13d ayL -~ (zT-11 abed “SIAILYNITILIY

- 11 ¥31dvHD pue :TT-g abed ‘SISATYNY NOILVLIOIA

- g XI1ON3ddV :6-4 8bed “SISATYNY IA1TATIM - 4 XIANIddY
“S13@) saurealsuod Ajajesy/jeuorledado ol anp sbeus
uorjualaJd Jo Ssoj Jeljuajod syl sabpajmousde S13a Byl

“(6-4 8bed “SISATYNY I4ITATIM - 4 XIANIDY)

“S13Q 9yl ul passnISIp adam Ssso] Beus Jo s309339

ayl -sbeus asn jeyl sarodads 031 S1094348 axebiyiu

0] UuOI3uUdl1aJ 40} pauueld aue sasse]d azis bBurAaen

Jo sbeus jeuorlippe swos “3oafoad siyy ao4 -sbeus
A9]JewWS JO u0I3lU9l1aJa 9yl aainbaa Jou saop “aansmoy
‘apna siyl -3sandeylsod Jaw SI paepuels wnwiulw ayl
Jeyl aJnsus JIIM D¥NA  TTY TT 9 WYY UIIm 8ouepaoode
ur 3o2ofouad ajes aaquil syl Jo juawdojanap ur (4o3eoub

TeNqey paiinbal JO UOIEIO| PUB JUNOWE BU} SI JeNGRY PAINGLISIP [[9A,,

's11qap Apoom
9s4e02 pue sheus Buisixa J0 Junowe ay) ‘uoneplen AsAins piall Aue 1no
-U3IMm ‘91ewnss 01 S|3a 8yl Joy ajqissod S,11 Moy 03 Se Jesjoun os|e Si 1

"sa10ads aji|

-pjim Auew os Ag palone) saadl 1sebae] Jo $azIS pue saaguinu d1y19ads Bul
-AB3| 10} SIUBLIIILIWOD ou sapiaoad A[dAIoaye S13Q 8yl '1deouod diseq e
yons az1uboosa 1,Uss0p S| 8y Iuelaodwi 8q PINOM [BAOWSI 10} S8841
40 8z1s 3y Buniwi| ey yuiyr yBiw suo ‘urene Asyi azis sy Jabae| ayy
ybiy Ajereuonaodoadsip 0s Bulag—umop pue ‘peap ‘aAl|—SaaJl JO anjeA
3yl YUMA 'yap (.62 3sowe) ‘wo g, Buiaq aa.1 1s8u abedsae ay) Yyym ‘euel
-UOJA 1S8MY1a0U Ul ApNis 418Y3 Ul S3jNsaJ JejIwWis punoy 666T ‘PUR|IBIDIIN
pue pue||a|D9IA "8]ge1ou SI (S13Q 8yl ul ABsrea1s uonualad Beus syl

Aqg paioubi pue) (066T) 921A48S 158404 YASN AQ paziubooad aax2adpoom
pares|id ay1 40} Saa.1 Buiissu Jo aarawrelp abae| A1an pataajaid syl

sa11s Buipaay [ennusiod Jo ua1swelp abelsny -

a4oe 1ad sayls Buipasy [enuajod Jo JBqWINN -~

ygp ..0z ueyl Jabae| saadl 1sau [enuslod Jo HGQ abedsny -
aJoe uad yqgp ..0£< s8aa1 bunssu ennualod Jo sequinyN -
aJoe Jad yqgp ..0z< sead1 Bunsau jenuajod jo ssqunN -
spuels Buipasy Ul 4800 Adoue) -

spue)s Bunsau ul 1anod Adoue) -

:Jeliqey 19x2ad

-poom parea|id Jo A11jigelins pue Alifenb aulwialap 01 A1essadau ade
sa|gelaeA BUIMO]|0) BY] JO SIUBLLIRINSEALU 18] S81RJIpUl 06T ‘92IAISS 1S9
-104 wvasn ‘4ax2adpoom pareajid ayi Joy Aaessadeu sjusuodwod Jeliqey
[eamonuls Auew sadoubi osfe S13A dY.L ..*"YIPIM Ul 183} 0OE 1Se3] 18 aq
pinoys sdiis ‘religey Jaxoadpoom pares|id ajgelins apinoad o ,, ‘sa1e1s
066T ‘92IAJ3S 153104 WYASN 0S|V 'S13A a3yl Aq paziubodau j0u si Bunsau
10} sbeus/saall Jabae| aa)a4d siaxoadpoom palesjid yaiym o1 8aubap ay L

*A1ayes 1a660] 18A0 SUI2IU0I 0] paingliie AjjenJed 1ses) 1e

1gnop ou si seade pabboj Ajsnoinaad ul yeugey bHeus Jo Auoned sy "suisd
-Uu09 3say1 01 anp sso| Breus Jo aaabap ay1 eapl Aue aplaoad 1,ussop S13Q
a1 asnedaq ‘Pasojasip eyl uediyiubis a1ow aq PInod ssoj ayl—jeAow

West Fork Timber Sale Project

Page C&R-36




“Spuels ulylIm palonpuod sajdwes

109sued]l Aq opew aJde S1Ugop ApPoom 9SJe0D JO S9)ewilsd
“puels aylx uryrim HBuirjdwes Jurod pue 8ouUBSSIBUUODDA
pla1) uo paseq aJde jeyl aJdoe Jdad sbeus Jo aaqunu

9yl pue sazis bBeus sAepdsip elep |1S “UOIIROLJIIDA
UIMoaB-pJo 404 PaAdAINS plall a4aMm Jeyl spuels

2yl uo eiyep 1o0pd ybnoayl paulwaslap o49m saryisuap Beus

“(e-v abed “SNOILYOI4103dS

ANV SNOILYINdILS - V XIAN3ddY “S13d) uorjusiau

10) polabiael agq ppnom ssaul jusuwlinaoaa-beus abue]
pue sbeus abae] “sanijeudalrje pasodoad ayy up -~(6-4
abed “SISATYNY 341707TIM - 4 XIANIddY “S13a) Burisanuey
Buimop ol paurelad aq aaoe Jdad ssoul juswiiniadsua-HPeus
abae] T pue bBeus abae] T eyl saainbaa TIy TT 9E WYY

“(8¢
-4 abed “SISATYNY I41707TIM - 4 XIANIddY “S13a@) sbeus
pue soaal abiae] a0) pasu ayl sabpapmoude saaddadpoom

pajeajid Aq pasn saanjea)l jeligey jJo uoilxdiaodssp ayl

"eade ayl ul buibbo| 1sed 01 anp s108448 dAIRINWND

J0 aauealylubis aanelfenb 1o aalelInUenb syl asojasip 01 s|ie) Aj919|dwod
siIsAeue ayi ‘18x2adpoom pajes|id ayl Aq papasu $320|q 1e11gey Jo Alljenb
pue aziIs ayl Buipaebad sisAjeue ayenbapeul sspinoad S|3Q syl 80uIS

(ov-11 "d 18 22 x1puaddy 13 ueld 158104 4NdI)
uswabeuew Jaxdadpoom pajes|id 1oy papusw
-wo2al Ajybiy ase spuels yate| Yymoh-pjo "181em 0] 8sojd ag OS|e Pjnoys
siexoadpoom pajes|id 1oy Juswaheuew Ymolb-plo 1oy ps1ds|ss sealy  °§
"3pIM spaek
00z 1se3] 1e aq pjnoys siaxdadpoom pares|id Joy pabeuew seale ayl ‘v
‘s9|lw arenbs omy Agrewixoidde
UIYNIM 3q pINOYS SHUNgNs ay "sa1oe Q0T UBY) JJ[ewsS ou syungns ol
PapIAIP 10 SNONBIIUOD JaYMIa 3g PINOYS Sa1de 0OE ay3 spares|id se |[am
se $a193ds Jayl0 01 SHJauUa(q aziwixew o] ‘siaxydadpoom pares|id Joj Ajed
-1j19ads pabeuew ag pjnoys saioe QOE 1Ses| Je Jun alde 0O0‘0T Yoea up ¢
"ymoaB-pjo uadiad g ueys ssa| bul
-Urejuod sjuswipedwod ymoiBb-plo Ul paurelal ag pjnoys saioe Gz spuels
UymnoliB-plo |1V "yimolB-pjo jusalad G 1ses| 1e urelal ypmoib-plo uao
-13d G yum syuawiredwod yimoaB-pjo eyl os ymolb-pjo ayl aanquisiq ‘g
'S159104 8y1 Inoybnoayl ymolb-plo wsdlad QT ulelsy T
:8Je SUoITepUBWILIODaI
Ino " 4NdI 3yl uo siaxdadpoom pajesjid Jo uoneindod ajqeIA e urelas 01
:spaau
Jenqey Jaxdadpoom pajes|id ale saziubodal 4NdI 8yl Jeym uodn paseq ale
spJepuels ymolb pjo 4NdI J8ylo pue iy 6211 e ueld 158104 4NdI . 'S840
snid 08 s 9z1S paliajald "9zIS Ul Salde GZ 1sea| 1 aq pInoys spuels juawabe
-Uew ymoJB-pjo Bulurewal 8y "aj1w dUO UIYIM aJe spue)s I Jabie| 1o saioe
00T 4O Spuels 0lUI PAPIAIPQNS 3q ABW puels ayl ‘JaAsmoy ‘pueis snonbruod
® 0} UaAIB 3g pnoys aoualayald “Jafiue] 1o sa1de 0OE aq pInoys Hun Yymoih
-p1o Jad spueis ymolB-pjo alow 1o suQ,, Sa1Inbal JOT# pJepuels ajpIM
UB|d 158104 S, 4NdI "“DYNQ 8y} Saop uey) Jaxoadpoom pajesjid syl 10) Senn
-0aJ1p Juawabeuew Janag 4o ajdwexa ue sapinoid ueld 158104 S, ANdI 8yl

1s1slad o3 suone|ndod 1oy panguiasip

3 1snw Jax2adpoom pajes)id sy o) FelIqey Moy 0} se asuepinb sapinoid
os[e Juawnaop 1eyl (‘86T ‘AslealN) .. a1qissod si sawap [je huowe abueyoxs
J118uab Jey) 0S Paled0| 8g PINOYS JeliqeH 19eJalul ued ‘abues Bunsixa s,uon
-ejndod sy 1noybBno.y) paINguIISIp ‘SaWBpP WO S|enpIAIPUI 12y} 8INSSe YIIyM

Page C&R-37

Comments and Responses




031 UOI3IPUOD SIY} 0} pasedwod sem aAljeudal e yoed
“UOI3IpuUOD BullSIXS 8yl 01 PaINgIAIUOD SISdAUdeY ISed

"S1098)J)8 aAIle|NnuNo
10] eaJde sisAjeue ayl padapliIsuod aq ppnom eaae 31o9fouad
2yl Aym o1 se uanlb osjpe siI ajeuolley -sisanaey 3ised
SJ9PISU0D aseqgelep SIYyl eyl pagqraissp usaq Apeadje

sey 11 -aseqgelep |1S 8yl Buryoaess Ag parjiiyuspl

sem jeliqey Jaxoadpoom pajeajird jerjusjod moy saqraosap
(8z-4 9bed “SISATVYNY IAITQTIM - 4 X1ANIdAY) S13A 8yl

‘ygp seyoul yz ueyy Jayealb ‘(g snyeis) dol usxo.q e yim
feus poomu01109 ae|q Jo ‘suld esosapuod ‘yate| uIsISaM e
SI 18X29dpoo\ pares|id ayl Jo abew yaaess 9a4) 18U ay |

199}
9’6 UeaW :$891] 158U 1S3 |1 8Y) asn S1ax0adpoopA pares)id

‘SaYoUI G'Z€ UeaW
:yqp 1s96.e| ay) YuM s8a11 18U asn s1ax0adpooA pares)id

‘parepow
-W022e aq ||IM saldads Bunsau-ajoy Jaylo 1sow ‘papinoid
sI uoirenyadiad s11 J0J 1IgRY B]gRMNS §| "Sal10ads Bulnsau
-9]0Y 1S0W JO aJey[am syl 0] Asy Se palapIsuod aq ued
pales|id 8yl ‘Bunssu |nyssaaans 1oy POOMUON0D 4Ie|q J0
‘auld esolapuod ‘youe] Yyimoab pjo salinbai 11 82uIs Js1Sau
9]0y aAIISUBS 150W 8yl SI (19X29dpoopA pales|id ayl)

:S81e1S UoIym ‘(£26T) pueId1DdIN Wwody yoseasal Ajdde noA 1eyl 1sanbas apn

"Uimoub plo yiim BUIAJOAS JO SBIINJUBD Jalye 3910y9
Teyl axew 01 , pawwelboid,, e Asyl “[eAlAINS wial Buo)
pue Bunsau |nyssadans Jo Aljigeqoad Jaybiy e yum 1eligey
sapinoad yimoab pjo/pjo asnedaq yimolb pjo/pjo 199]8s
Spajes|ld ‘Wwayl pa1da|as sparea|id may 184 ‘yaue| Jajews
10 youl 0z Auew aJe a1sy) awil JUsLIND Yl 1 “*ain|iey
1S8U U1 papus ygp sayaul 0z> Seal ul Bunsau spajes|id
Jo sajdwes g Ajuo InQ "wia)-Buoj ay1 ul 3|geIINS patspIs
-U0J 8( JouUEed WNWIUIW 3Y1 1N “I3][eWS UdAS 10 Saydul
02 S994] Ul 3Je S1SauU Ma) W/ ***Sayaul OE SI S99} asay)
JO Ygp ueaw ayl*** ‘S1IS00J pue S1sau Jaxdadpoom pares|id
3AI10€ 06 UBY) 310W JO pJ0Jal B 3ABY MOU | PUB SISXI0M-0D
:uouuelg ‘g Jebp3 Josiniedns 4N

peayie| 01 PUB|[3IDON “d'g WOy 18| G86T ‘2T YoJelA B 810nb 0 spasu
1e1qey Jaxdadpoom pajes)id ay) paipnis AJaAISualIXa sey pue|ajDdN "d'd

West Fork Timber Sale Project

Page C&R-38




©S1098]J9 108J1Ipul pue 10841p
8yl 01 JeJlwis ag 01 palodadxa ade S109)1d SAIIRINWND
‘9404943yl -94n3nj 9]gesssaldo) syl ul paroadxs

J0uU aJe eade 1oafoud syl uIyIIM SISBAJIRY JRUOILIPPY
“pazIwall 30U 3N “siIsSAjeue ayl ul PaU3PISU0D

aJam siysandey 3sed ‘aa0jeudsayl "S)09))O SSOSSE

(6261

‘S1I9U10 pue "y'g "pue||9|D2IN) 8108 Jad 188} asenbs OGT

SeM SaIs 1Sau J1ax2adpoom pajes|id 10) eaJe [eseq Ues|n

‘yoae| Aprenaiied ‘yimolb pjo o usuodwod Jolew e yim

spuels ul 1eugey Bunsau wnwndo punoy saioads (1SOIN)
:91€1S 6/6T "I 18 ‘PUe|I9|DIIN

"saxew //6T ‘Puelis|OdN
.suonedrjdw juswabeuepy,, ayl JapIsSuod 01 noA abin osje apn

‘seale pabbo] ul Buniwij ag Aew Ajddns pooy 1o

$3a11 153U Jay1I3 "si019e) Jo Aejdiaul xajdwod e Jayiel 1nq
‘S191SaU 9J0y Suwi| 40198y 91buIs ou Ajqeqold ** Buniwij
A|le18uab aq 01 Waas 10U Op SBYIS 158U 10} B|RIINS S|

1o sBeus ‘s1sa10} J1J-sejno@-yaJte| uia1sam ‘Yimolb-pjo uj
s1010e4 Buniwi

'$8941 158U Yyqgp |[ews Jo asn juanbaliy
113y} pue seaJe uado alow J0J adualta)ald nayy Aq saloads
AAlJ BA0QR ay] Wo.) pajesedss ase S1axdI|4 UuowLWwo) pue

‘SoapeydIyD paddeo-xor|g ‘smojems aall ‘ymmoub pjo

Ul 89U314N220 JuapIdu102 Ag padnolb AjaAle|al ate Jaxoad
-poop\ AlreH pue Jax2adpoopn pares)id ayr snid saioads
994Y) 33y "SaydreyInN paisealq-pay pue ‘saapexdIy)d
ureluNo ‘siaxyonsdes paljjag-mojja A Usamiag uon
-B120SSe 9S0[J Pajeanad S)ied] Jeligey pue Slied) 9841 1Sau JO
UOITRUIPIO [RUOISUBWLIP-3UIU & UO paseq SISAJeue Ja1sn|d v

'S9sSe|0 ygp abJe| Jo pasodwod ‘a1oe/18a) bs 00T

1Sed| Je JO Bale |eseq e UM puels YImolab-pjo ue ulyiim
pue ‘Aedap 1uid sawo4 10 S1oeIe| Sawo-4 Ag paloayje Ajjen
-ue]sgns poomiieay ‘Beus ayi Jo Jjey Jaddn sy 1ses| e uo
Buissiw Mreq yum ‘(1sjer yanw Ajjensn) 19a) 09 ueyy Jajel

Page C&R-39

Comments and Responses




‘suolre|ndod ysiy pue Ajenb

191em Buinoadwi pue Bulurejurew 10) uodn paljal 8q Jouued
suondwnsse Buljppow pue uonebiniw paepuels s,S134a aYl
40 1sow Jey) sueaw STTOM € SI %8340 BIMS Teyl 108} ay |

'S11J8U3(Q 40 SWey [eluUsWUOIIA
-Ua ay] pue ‘1sed ay3 ul 1IN0 paliied suoljoe Jusweabeuew |en
-piAIpul Jolew a8yl ussmiaq UOIFIBUUOI BY3 JO UOISSNISIP OU SI
948Y_ "Paso]asIp 10U aJe sallAnoe Juswabeuew ised Jo ‘|eioly
-aua(Q 10 aSJaApeR J3Y1I3 ‘S109)43 "sa10ads aj1|p|Im 104 SIsAeue
$1084J8 aAnR|INWNI © uieluod Ajpuinush 1,ussop S13Q 8yl

"S1a1ayreb poom 10} a|qe|IeAR apew aq

ued yse|s buibbo ‘sbeus anjeA-ybiy anes 0] Alessadau aq
Aew speou Buibbo| Jo a1nso|D “pPOOMUON0D Xae|q pue ‘auld
esoJapuod ‘yaue] Jo asn abeinoasip pue "y gp ul sayaul

GT Ueyl ssaj sbeus 03 Buinng poomaliy 1wi| pjnoys siabe
-UeW 1$8104 'poOMaJlY 104 1nD Bulaq aJe sbeus abie| Auen

'Sa10e

000‘T pue 00G Usamiaq ‘abue| Si SIseq punol-lesh e uo
Jred auo Aq pasn Alojlus) Buipaay syl Jusuodwod yimolh
-p|O Ue YIm Seale 0] palli] aq 03 Jeadde siexdadpoom
pajea|id JO SalIs 1Sau ‘S1Sa40) J1j-se|Bnog-yoale| ulsIsem u|

West Fork Timber Sale Project

Page C&R-40




- 19xewuo1s109p

3oafoud ayx o3 uorjeuwuaojul jedsnloead Jo Janaj

wnwixew ayl} apiaoad 03 340JJS ue ul paldnpuod sem S13d
9yl UIylIM 3jgeldeAn SiIyl JO sisAjeue anljelljenb ayl
pue ‘suorjepndod ysij Jo juswabeuew syl a0} ajgqisuodsau
S1 dwda -suonyepndod ysiy Burnoadwi ao Bururejurew

104 ajqisuodsaa Appeong1oads jJou s1 JYNg ybBnoyy uans
eade 1o09fouad ayz 3noybnoayly suorljepndod ysijy 031 SI103313d
jerjuajod aoj sisAjeue aalyelnjenb e palonpuod sey JYNA

“SJA8UOISSIWWO) pueT JO paeog euejluop

2yl 40j padedaad sjaodoa HBuraojruow ul punoj ag ued
s1ipne dng jeudaljul ayl Jo sipnsay -Ajjenuue siipne
dNg Jeuaalul pue sjaodaa uorloadsul uoljealsiulupe

ajes Jaquil ybnoayly saansesw uorjebiyiuw Jo suorlenjens
s3onpuod ospe JdNa (002 ‘2002 “000Z “866T “966T
‘Y66T “266T “066T “OdUNA) I4o0day ipny dng Aaxssaod syl
Ul punoj aq Aew apImMalelS SdNg JO SSBUBAILD8JJ8 U0 ele(g

“pazIwall 10U INg ‘SisAjeue a8yl Ul PaASBPISUOD

aJ8m sisandey 3sed “eu0jeuasyl "S109]J)9 SSIsse

03 UOI3IPUOD SIY} 03 pasedwod sem aAljeuldl]e yoej
“uoOI3IpUOD BUILSIX® 8yl 01 PalINgIAIUOD SISaAdey Ised

(‘pappe
siseydwsa ‘66T ‘Je 18 A9|BIN® AQ 1uswISsasse
airenbe 4391 8yl ul pauleluod uolew.oul
Wwo44) "SpeoJ JO S198)48 AIIRINWIND 10 10341pul
‘J0841p 8Y1 01 8AIISUdS Ajjeuo11dadxa aJde 1noJ}
[INg 1ey1 Bunsabbns ‘Buouls sem uoneIdosse ayl
juaaedde sem sudanied asayl ul AlljIgeIIRA BWIOS
ybnouyy lw /iw /°T Jo Ayisuap peod abesane
ue ul Juasqe a1am AjeardAy 1ol [Ing pue 1w
/W $°T J0 AJIsusp peod paysiarem abesane ue
pey ..passaidap,, se paijisse|d suonendod 1noa
[INg ‘spiuowjes snowoJpeue Jo suolrejndod a0y
arenbape se pajiodad Ziw/iw £-g pAepuels ayl
uey? ssa| A|qeaspIsuod si yaiym *,IW/IW G’ sem
spjoybuoais 1noJy jing ui Alisusp peo.u abelsne
9y SallIsusp peoJ YllM uoi1e|aiaod aaljebau
(T000°0=d) buouls A1aA e pamoys uiseg JaAlY
eIqQWIN|OD J01481U] 8y} ul spjoybuoals 1noay
[INg ‘sjaAs] uonendod Buo.als 1e aq 01 AjayI|
s3] aJe seade papeod A|ybiy ul punoy sa1aym
pue ‘Bulieal pue Bulumeds 10} Seale papeo.
Alybiy ui sweauls asn 01 A|ay1] ssa| a4e 1noJl ||ng
:$9]B]S 90UBPINS UOIIRAIASUOD WIIajuU| IN0A |
[INg S.90IAJBS SJPIIAA PUB YSIH4 SN 3y L 'IN0J] [[Ng pue sallls
-uap peoJ BuluIau0d 82UBIS 1S8Q 8yl asn 01 S|1e) S13d 8yl

Page C&R-41

Comments and Responses




yorym) Sal3iIsuap peod jedauab ul spuadl sajenjens leyl
JUSWSSASSe JUa92%Xa ue si1 Apnis /66T e 12 Aapbind aylL

(- 10A ¥ “uo13ElS youeasay

1SOMUJAON O131ded “92IAUSS 1S8404 "V Q°S™N d0
‘puegliod “GOY-YL9-MNd ~ddy Ydal U9 "€ dWNJOA :sulseq
Jeads pue yjewepy ayl Jo suoillaod pue ulseq eiqunjod
J01493Ul 3yl ul sjuauodwod walsAs02o JO JUDWSSOSSE

uy "/66T “"Spe ydo3 “apiqagay "r°S pue "W L “Aa161nd«)
“A31susp peoa ueyy Inoual pIng uo eaue 3os8foad sy
urylIm speod Jo s399339 a8yl Burqriaosap Jaol ABojopoylsu
9A1109))9 940W B SI UOIjJewIojul SIyl :faAljeuaalje

yoea JO 3 NSad B Se uoljeljusawipas jerluajod pue
suo1lebfi13Iw peod JO SI09)J3 SAIRRINWND pue “3oaJa1pul
“30941p 3yl saqu49sap (SISATYNY SIIYIHSIA - I XIANIddYD
S13a 8y urylim sisAjeue sariaysiy pajreisp ayl

-(spruowjes anljeu 4aylo J4o) 3noul

11Ng 31298j)3e Ajasaanpe ppnom eade 3o2afoad ayy uryzmm

S9111SUSP pPeOoJd PasSeaddul 10 Paseaddap jJ1 auluwaalap

A193eaN22Ee J0OU PINOD aNssi ayl JO sisAjeue S1093139

anijelijenb usaylo Jo aaljeddeu Jewlulw B “SS900Ns

3N0Ja} JIng 0} poalejad AJISusp peod jJO elep aul|sseq
o1 10ads-Aouabe uo jeuoibaa jo oep ayy ol ang (v

"S9111Suap
pruowjes aAll}eu 48ylo pue 3nodl |Ihg 01 pale|aaaod
aJe 1eyl BuelUO)| UJL9ISOMYIJAOU Ul SBILISUSP peod
10) S921pul paysijgelsa Ajjeuoibaa umouy ou aae
949Ul “‘uo13eluUsWIpPasS paodnpad 01 pea] Ajjeriusrod
ued Sal1ISuap peod ul suorlonpaua ybnoyapy (g

“spaysaalem jnoybnouayl saaumopue] Juaaayyip

JO Sspuepuels pue saulapinb aodueuajurew peod ayl

Junoook 03Ul a)el 3jou op seade diydeuabouwsp abue]

woay pantaap (noal jpng 031 ajejaa Asyl se) A3Isuap
peoa Jo sanjen anljelijuenb ao anryerrjenb uesap (g

“(/66T I 18 A9IBIND) ulseq JaAny eIquN]o)

2yl JO MINg 8yl se yons “seade oi1ydeaboab abue]

JO suoijezijesauab peouq ol sureluad spruouwjes

9AIlRU J8yl0 pue 3noJl [Ing pue sallisusp peod 01
pajejad a4njeaall] 21113Ua19S JO junowe pajiwiy ayl (T

Isuosead 103 IN0JY JINg 03 dAIIE]S4 SaILISUsp peod
10) 9zAjeue jou seop S13Q 9yl JO SisAjeue saraaysiy ayl

‘annoalgo
sIy1 19aw Ajarenbape jou saop 10aload pasodoad sy (psppe
siseydwsa) .,Ssanisusp peoJ 1ualand Buiseaudsp Ag pue ‘speod
Buiresojau pue Buraredaa AQ spaysiarem 1noal [|Ng ui Jeligey

01 SpPeO0J JO S108J3 aAIlebau aonpaJd 10 abeuelp,, :01 SI SBAIY
-22[go uoIeAIaSU0D 1N0J] |ING BUQ "IN0J] ||NQ Jo suolrejndod
Ayyjeay 110ddns 01 papasu |9A8] 83 PaBIXa SaI3ISUBp peoy

West Fork Timber Sale Project

Page C&R-42




aJaype 031 uollebijgo ou Jspun SI JYNJ “Spauueyd weauls
woay Aeme peod JOo sjusawbss Burjeoopas pue “sbBurssoud
weauals uaylaes pue Boj HBuijeaoruasalsp jeaansas HBuinowsa
‘sSdiNg Burjuswapdwr Ag speod HBUIRSIXS WOJAJ UOIIRIUSBWIPSS
aonpaa 031 sdals axel Aew OYNG ybBnoyrpy -suorlxdruaosaad
Juswabeuew-pue] 013108dsS-811S apiIn0ad 03 papuslul jou
SI yorym “(866T SMASN) S2UEBPINY UOIIBAISSUOD WEAU]
3noJal [Ing 8yl wouj usyel Ajqewnssaad SI A93UBWWOD

2yl Aq pealeas aninxoalgo ayl -eaae 3oofoad siya
3noybnoayl suorjepndod 3noual jpng o031 s1929j)j)8 jeiiualod
BurzAjeue uoj axeboauans Jao aanseaw ajeiradoudde

ue JOU aJe Sal1ISUap peod ‘aAoge paglidsap Sy

“spue] 1snal 93el1s uo eaue 3oafoud ayaz Inoybnouayl
s3oedwr peod jeiljualod Jo sisAjeue Aue 40 aul|aseq

e se /66T e 1o A9pbind ur punoj sanjen ayl Huisn

uaym Jouaad Burpunodwod 03 peaj pPINod ydIym “uoisodd

JO S|9A3] Juauadjyip 03 ajqriydaosns AjpeordAy aue

sadAl peoda juaaalliq -"2319 “pazijigels AjjedibojoapAy
‘Ul paysnaq ‘pawiepdad “pasojoysuado se yons “sadAl peou
JuauaajyIp usamlag ysinburlsip Jou seop osje Apnis ayl
-eade 19afoad ayx noybnoayl punoj Ajped1dAl si eyl
puej “@A1soda ssa] Ajjeriuajod pue ‘uoljenals Jdamo] 8yl
Ul punoj asoyl Ueyl uleldlddal dAIS04d aJdow Ajjerjuaiod
pue “‘uorjenajs ybiy “dasls 3noybnouayl swalsAs

peoJd junodde ojul axel Aew yosrym “‘spuej] jedspal Jo
seaJde abae] sajedoduaodulr Apnls ayl "~SS982oNns 3noJl jInq
01 >SIJ paseaJdul ue 01 ajejsuedl Appeasauab ppnom aseod
SIYl Ul “Splw peoa Jad uoIS04d JO >SIJA pasealdul uy
“(DUNQ:ILN “epnossip “aaquwadag [uorlesasanuod jeuosuad]
¥00Z “surppod -r) eaae 1o8foad siyy 3noybnoayl

punoj Ajjueulwopaad S32004-1]3q pajeulwop-jeiroelb

39Ul UeyYl BdUBUSIUIBW puUE UOIIONAISUOD pPeoJ WOJJ UOISOUd
01 aqI3daosns aJow ag 031 pusl yorym ‘(syirrjoyieq)
ABojoab or13rueab BurAjaspun Jo seade abuae] sassedwoous
eaJde Apnis /66T It 12 Aalbind ayl -~Suosead JeaaAsasS d0)
S109449 Je11ualod aulwaa9lap 01 BIJ49114D JO 18S 93edndode
ue aq jou pphom /66T Ie 12 Aapbind “eeauae 3oafoad s13g
SIYl J0J sisAjeue Jo aanseaw ajelddoadde ue sem SS820NSs
3noJl JIng 01 aAIlelaJ AJISusap peod eyl paulwaalap

pey O4Na 41 “adnemoH “eade orydeabooab abiae] Auen e
3noybnoayy sseoons 3noal jIng ol aAljejaa (8sueqanisip
ueuwny Joj a3eboaans e se Apnis a8yl ul palid ade

‘Buibbo] pue speo.

AQ pasned Moj} Ul $asealoul paanseaw pajewiisaapun Ajusy
-SISUOJ [spow O3 8yl 1eyl puno} sH "vDO3 JO uonounj e

se mo|ead ul sabueyd J0) [apow e Jo AJ19B18A 8yl paulwexs
(686T) Bury ‘oyep| utsyliou Agaeasu ul speod pue buibbo)
wioJy smojyead ul sasealaul Buirewnss ul ‘poylaw O3 syl
0] Jejiwis ‘|apow Mmojead e Jo Aoeanade ayl 1noge [eanltid
S1 (86T ‘Bury) yoaeasad yeyl 10e) sy} 19pISU0d ases|d a4np
-800.d Buifspow (S849¥ IN24€3[D JUs|RAINDT) WO T 8yl uodn
‘90469p 1ea46 © 0] ‘saljau SIsAjeur paysiarem s,S13d ayL

Page C&R-43

Comments and Responses




“s3pnsaJd pajoadxa Jo saijijuenb joexs Jo asidaud
apinoad 031 Jou ‘SwalsAs jeuanieu xoajdwod Ajawaalxa
Ajrjdurs o1 siI Japouw ppatA-aaxem Aue jo asodand Asewnuad
9yl -s3oeduwr paysaalem paldadxa Jo uosiaedwod pue
Juswssasse paysdalem e ul dals juelaodwr ue siI siIsAjeue
Jeyl ysijdwoosoe 03 ool aadoad ayy Buipury pue sisAjeue
JO 9]eos oajeradoadde ayy HBuisooy)y -ajewirxouadde

01 paubisap sI apouw ayl ueyl aabae] eade ue

Aq .3no paysem,, Buraq sjoedwi Yyl Im SINSad d3eanddeul
pIa21Ak ospe pInom saJdde 00005 JA9A0 Seade Uuo |apou

vO3 9yl Jo asn -padsunouoad auow ag ppnom saseauddul
pla1A-1a3em “‘sisAjeue JO SaJedsS |Jews 1y ~SaJdoe

000°0G 03 S840k puesnoyl Jeaanas woay azis ur HBuibuea
spaysaalem Jasapa0-yijiy 031 —palyy 4o paubissep si japouw
VO3 9yl "SsaJdoe $9g¢ 01 SaJdde gG woay azis ul HBurbueu
SpaysJa9lem J49pJa0-puolIdsS pue —31SJai) 0} Saseaudul plalA
—-J123em pajewilsaJdapun s3nsaJd |apow yd3 eyl bBuisiadans
Jou SI 3] "SpaysJaalem Ja9pJa0o-31SAi) [JewS ul Ss)pnsad
Moys 03 paubisep jou si panbiliao HBulag japow ayl eyl
Japead aylx Burpurwaa Ajpenuiluod si Joyihe ayl eyl
MOYS Sjuswalels asayl . -Sulseq Jajempesay ul Mojjweauls
Ul SUOIJEBDIJIPOW J3PISUOD JOU SI0P pue Spays.dalem
a9bae] yonw aoj padopanap sem aanpadoad y)d3 8yl -seade
9940 9SJUO0H 9yl JO 9ZIS [Jews ayl Jo asnedsaq aanpadoad
VO3 9yl ul sasuodsad pajloipaad yamm pasedwod ag jouued
SpeoJd pue Ss1iun 31SaAJey YlIM Spaysaalem aa4) 9SJ0H

9yl Woay Mmopjwesaays Apyiuouw wnwixew ul suoiyesrjipou
ayl,, “saxels (686T) Hury “uo1109S SMOJWeaulsS Mead ayl
a9pun  ,."spaysdazem aabae] yonw o3 parjdde Ajpensn si
aanpascoad aylx asnedaq auanpadoad y)3 aylx ul diysuorlepaua
Aue anouadwi 03 pasn ag jouued SIINsad asayl

“spaysaayem HBurdej-yianos jjews J4oj sasuodsaa mojpgyead
9Ul 8(gI42Sap 01 pasn ag |1ImM SiIsAjeue s1yl,, “salels
Joyane ayx “Apnis (686T) HBury 8yl 3o uUOIIONPOAIUT BYL
ul . "SWeaals Jajempeay Ja]jews ul sasuodsaa o1b6ojoapAy
A9pPISUO0D AJ30941p 10U S|80p pue spaysaalem Jaapao-yijil
0} -pAIyl ul sasuodsaa Mmojjuwesuals Sajewilss AJusaand
aanpaosoad yo3 ayl,, “salxers (686T) bBury “Auewwns siy uj

“(866T SM4SN) 2doUePINg UOIJIBAIBSUO) WEASIU]
3noJal JEng 8yl ul pauljino saalloalgo ayy 3193w 4o o1

'SMOJ4yB1Y uolreanp 18110ys 8sayl uo sndoy pjnoys
BunsaAiey uo s1IWI| 18S pue sasuodsad Mojjueauls
aJew1sa 01 aanpadoad Aue pue ‘|auueyd ayy buideys
u1 smojybiy uoneanp asbuoj ueyl Juersodwi aiow
aJe smojyybiy uoireanp-110ys ul Saseasdul ‘a4084ay |

‘(pappe siseydws) " SmOjjweanls Ajyiuow uesw
winuixew ayl se yons smoj ybiy uoneanp aabuoj ul
$aseaoul uey) J1odsued) peojpaq pue uolsods jsuueyd
[ennuajod Jo swua} ul Juenodwi aiow ase Buipjing peod
pue BunsaAiey buimojjos SMOoJJ ybiy uoizeanp 31oys
ul sasealou|] ‘Jsuueyd ayl buideys a0y jenusiod syl
aney eyl SAep Mo[} ybiy ma) AjaAnre|al ayl st 1l ‘snyl
:payels os|e (686T) BuIN

"SMOJJ Bullio)-jauueyd ul

saburyd Jo sao1eaipul Jood snyy ade pue (6267 ‘Ueyebaln) 110dsueal
JUBWIPaS U0 19ayJe [nyBuluesw ou aAey smojpfead Ajyauow jenu

-ue abedane ul sabueyd, pue ‘odsuel) peojpaq Jo xapul poob e 10u
Ajjensn aae smojjuuealls Ajyiuow abedany  * “JusaAOW peojpag ayl
Jo Aaolew ay1 10J 1UNOIJR MOJJLLIR3IILS JO SAep g 10 / 1sebue| ayl
:palou aH ‘speoJ pue bulb

-6o) Aq pasned 1a0dsued] JuswipPas pue SUoIIIPUOoI [suuey?d

ui sabueyd Ajax1] Burewnss 10y syenbape 10U ade Speod

pue bulbbo| Aq patabbiay smopyead Ajyiuow sbeasae Jo
sa1ewnnss eyl palou Apaes)d (686T) Bury ¢smopdead Ajyiuow
abeJane 9say] UO S$1034J8 dAITRUIBY|R pUR SAIR|NWIND $8SSNJSIP
Ajuo sisAjeue s,S13Q a8yl seoq ‘speo. pue Buibbo] Ag pasned
Mmojead AJyiuow abedaAe ul sabueyd sayewlss [spow ayl
asnedaq ‘s994Nn0sad dlrenbe uo s1oedwi JULRYNSa pue SMO|)
-Yead U0 $198)48 SAIIRINWIND pue S3AITeus] e 8} JO S1084)d
8yl 3s0JasIp 0] ayenbapeul os|e aJe syndino [spow O3 8yl

West Fork Timber Sale Project

Page C&R-44




"si1sAjeue si1yl Jo adods 8yl spIsSINo aue

Jeyl euawouayd jeorbojoaocalaw o3 Apraeuwrad ajepaa Aayl
9OUIS paJaaplIsuod Ajajededas pue Aj3o841p J0U aJde 3nqg
‘aurgaseq ayl ysijgelsa 01 pasn elep d1jeul O ayl ul
papnjoul aJe Sjuana MojJ-dead -sjesodoad aniljeuualje
8yl wouay sobueyo pajedidrjue 031 8sayl JO yoes

aJedwoo pue “(suoilipuod HBurlsixa) Juawabeuew 3sed Aq
pasned sabueyod aylx aqraosap “(paixsedol Ajpny) uoIIIpuod
auljaseq e dojansp 03 8sSn J0j papualul SI |apow ydJ
8yl -~SsJaeaA poopd 40 ybBnoup JenpIAIpul JO 8AI1D3]J8J
SS9 S1 |9pouw 8yl “sao0jeuaayl -sporaad Buoj as8n0
pabeaane suOI3IPUOD DIFRUILD UO Salad [apouw yd3 ayl

"S]UBAS BlWBI1IXse Burinp paloaye

Ajreaab aae abueyd jsuueyd pue 1ao0dsued) JusWIPaS "UIBUO0ID
15912040 JO 10U aae smojead abelany '(686T ‘BuId) Speod
pue buibbo| Aq patabbiay 110dsuea) JuswIPas pue sjpuueyd
uo s30848 Aj9x1] ay3 buluiwaalep 104 Jueriodwi 1sow aie ‘13
8yl ul padoubi aae yaiym ‘saangriane mojpead asay Buibbo)
1sed pue 10M1au preod BuIllsixa ay) JO S108448 sAIR|NWIND 3y}
UM UoIeuIquuiod Ul pue saAlleudslfe ayl Ag paiabbiay smopy
-Yead snosuejuelsul pue Ajrep Jo selewilss 10} a3eboauns e
j0U s1 mojpfead Ajyruow ul sebueyd Jo sisAjeue s,513Q ay.L

"suonIpuod peod juasaad syl A|d
-wis pue ‘Buipjing peoa ‘buibbol Aq paonpui Juswipas apn|o
-Ul yaIym ‘sasned ajgeqoad pue s$324nos sjqeqoid ,sSTOM
3U1 JO 210W 0U 818349 PJNOM Jey] dAITRUIS] R UR 10} Pasau ay}
a1edalpul AlIpijeA pue Aijigerjaa uaaoad S|apow Jo Yoe| ayl
‘Alurenad 'syoedwi BuIpoo]) WeaISUMOp pue ‘[eAIAINS YSl)
‘Jeligey ysiy ‘uoisods 3ueq ‘uoneluawipas ‘1odsuedl peoj
-pag ‘uoIs0Ja [auuryd UO Ss}oedwil JUB) NSad pue smojiead
U0 S193JJ8 aAIR|NWIND pUR SaAITeUId]|R 8] JO S193449 ay]
Buluiwae1ep a0y axenbapeul si smopdead Ajyruow abeaane
U0 S199)J8 JO SaYewss ayl yeyl seeaipul Alues)d (686T) Bury

Page C&R-45

Comments and Responses




. "SMopJ ead jJo apniyrubew ayl JO JOAJUOD JUBUIWOP BYL
8Je SuOI11puUOd J13euwl D |ed0] Jeyl sdaeadde 11, “4ayrang
pue . “1SaAJdey 3Sa.40j] JO junowe ayl pue smojl dead

JO spniyiubfew ayl usamlaq uol}eauauaod juaaedde ou sem
a4ayx---,, “o1e1s (G66T) UBWIJOH pue pjeuogoep “uollippe
ul .. "uorjedalje jauueyd Aue Inoylim smopgdead uoryeanp
3J0yS ul saseaadoul abuae] Aparel pueisyiim ol ybnous
21ge1s ag Aeuw sjpauueyd ayl “saouelsul Auel u] "siIseq
SAI1BAISSUOD B U0 paadoad ppnoys smopgxead uoryeanp
JJ40US Ul S98SkaJdul 01 SAI1ISUSS 9 Aew Jeyl SuolYIpuod
[duueyd aAey Jeyl SpaysJdalem Japdo-mo] ul Burlsandey
Jeyl 23eJDIpUl pINom S3NSad ayy---,, ‘parers (686T1)
Bury “U0I1309S SUOIJEPUBWWODDY pue Adewwns SIYy Ul  “MSid
ajge1dadoe pue “AJIAILISUDS PaysJA9lem “SIUsUSSIsSe
9S9Yl UO paseq 19S 949M Saseaddul pjalA-aayem ajgemojje
pue “eaue 3o2afoud ayl ul passasse sem A11]1gels

Isuueyd ‘(-0 ybnouaylr T-5 ssbed “SISATYNY ADOTOYAAH

ANV Q3HSHILYM - O X1AN3ddY) SI13d 8yl ul passnosip

Sy ~"sjuana mopd-ybry Buranp uoryepeabap 3sisau

01 JBuueyd Weauls ® JO d9ouelsiIsad ayl Bururwaslsp ul
sJ03oe) Adewrad ayl Jo auo S1 A31]1QeIS |BuUURYD-WeaU1S

“19pou vO3 8yl

Jo Ayiprjen aylx HBurssaappe ul sasuodsaa aorad g ayl 99s
9seald "X994) JIMS pue X834) IJIMS JO YI0o4 Iss) syl
01 peo] JUBWIPSS 8yl 92Npad PINOM SaAIJeUJd1 e uollde
ayl o yoea (8-0 ybnoayl G-O sabed “SISATYNY AD0TOHAAH
ANV Q3HSHILYM - O XIAN3IddY) S13d 8yl ul pajels sy

11 9ew |]1m 186png soueuaUIRW PROJ BUljpuIMP INOo ‘asn
Ajaanoe 1sbuoj ou am speo. ayl 104,, ‘sppe (S66T) uosuyor

EICIE)

S|9pOW SjUNOWE 3y} oA0ge SMOJ) Mead asealoul Speod Ydiym
01 99469p 8y} abpajmouxoe 01 sjies S13Q ayL sbeureap

®© Ul SpeoJ Jo adussaad syl Aq ASAITEIIAIINW Slunowe Moy
Mead asealoul ,,uononpoad MojJ 8dBLINS pUB UOITRIIUBIU0D
pue uoI19841p-3.4 IBWMOUS,, MOY $assnasIp (G66T) uosuyor

(5661

‘uosuyor) ..’'uonnonpo.ad MOJ} 30BLINS pUR ‘UOIIRIIUSdUOD pue
UO0110341P-34 1JSLUMOUS ‘SWeals 01Ul JUSWIPaS Padnpoaiul
:Seade 9a4y] 01Ul ||e) Ajjedlseq speod wouy syoedwy,, ‘Sayels
‘uosuyor anals 1s160]04pAH 158104 [eUOITRN 1RUSI00Y "Bale
108l0ad ayy ui speou Jo Alisusp ybiy ayl 01 anp saseasoul Moyl
Mead awa1xa ay) 1Junodde 01Ul aye] 01 |1e) Asyl 1.yl SI ‘YD 3
8yl Se yons ‘sjapoul Jdayem ayl yum wsjqoud aolew asylouy

‘SpaysJarem eaJe 308load 01 abewep jued

-1J1uBIS Ul 3 Nsaa Aew SasOJISIP J[as1 S1TA 3yl YdIYM ‘SIUBAD
MO} Mead snoauelurisul 18410 pue SJUsAs SOY JO S109440

ay1 91eWINSa 10U Saop uodn saljad S13Q 8yl buljpow ayl eyl
8s010s1p 03 s|1ey S13A 8YL "(S66T ‘UBWYOH pue pleuodoein)
SMoJJ Mead Bulisned wisiueydaw JUBUIWIOP © a(q 01

punoj usaq aAey syjluow Burads pue daquim ‘[jes ayr buranp
S1uBAe (SO¥) Mous-uo-utea ‘uoibial Siyy Jo suollaod UIYUAA

West Fork Timber Sale Project

Page C&R-46




paziliioiiad ade Spasu adueusalulep "SAeak G AUaAd speod
uado pue pald1JlSad Yylog UO SUOIIIPUOD peod 3dadsul pue
‘uor3oalouad aouanosaa ajeruadoadde pue asn peod palyodadxa

U IM 93BANSUSWWOD SPeoJd ulejulew ‘sdueusljulew aZIwiuluw

03 speod afbeuew JIIMm OYNA ‘T2 TT 9 WiV ubnoayl

“(SISATYNY AD0T0HAAH ANV QIHSHILYM - O XIANIddY)

‘S13Q 92yl ul pajaodaa saaqunu ayl ojur pajeaodaodul
aJe sanjen asayl -sjuajenlnbs 3noaea]d 01 paubisse

S1 Jeyl Speod uo aseaudul Jo juaoduad syl sajgnop
sisAjeue si1yl ul pasn l1aayspeadds yo3 ayl -~wWalsAs
peoa Builsixs ayl Burpnjoulr “salliAlloe 3sed e

WoJaj sasealddul platAk-aslem pardadxa ayl pajeaodaoosul
sey (TT-2 ybnoayy 6-2 sebed “SISATYNY AD0TOHAAH ANV
@3IHSHILYM - O XIANIddY “S13a) sisAjeue ppatk-aayem ayl

(1T

-0 ybBnouayy 6-9 sabed “SISATYNY ADOTOHAAH ANV AIHSHILYM
- 9 XIAN3ddVY) S13a @yl ul pajaodaa aae 3o9foad pasodouad
3yl JO 1InsaJa e se sabueyo pparA-aaxem jenuue abeaane
pajedioijue ayl JO SIINSad dyl " |9pow platA-aaiem e ul
euswouayd yons apnjoul 03} ajqiseajul ‘auaojaaayl ‘st 1|
-Aoeanooe Jeoi13silels ylam Jaeak uanlb Aue a0} SsJuand
9sayl |apouw 03 ajqissoduwr Apaeau agq ppnom 1] "~ 9duUeApE
Ul sAep JeJanss ueyl 940w [Bpow 03 IINJ1JJIp ade
“(aowwns a0 Jo23uIm) sjppads waem pue ‘uoryeirdidoaad ybiy
‘syybnouap se yons ‘euswousayd jeorbojoaoalrsy -palrorpauad
8¢ 10uUUBD SIUSAD 9Sayl JO A3ISUdIUI pue uolleanp
920Ua44N220 9yl “Spauueyd weauls Jalje 031 jeriuayod

9yl aAeY SJUBA8® MOuUS-uO-uled Jeyl pasaabe si1 31 ajiym

‘abewrep woJ) $824nosad d1renbe Bunoasyoad ul

9112848 A|aAIRINWIND a1e sdING eyl Buimoys elep ajqel|al
40 >0€| B 810U (€66T) 9111 pue JawWalZ ('266T ‘e 39 esoulds3)
Buibbo| pue speo. AQ uoirepe.abap aAlR|NWND WO

s1e1IgRy pluowjes 193104d 01 |1e) SHIAG 1eU] ‘4anamoy ‘a1ed
-Ipul $101L31pUI Jeligey dlrenbe ul spuall awi | Speod Wody
S1UBWIUOUIAUS 21enbe 01 abewep adnpat ued (S4dINg) .59
-oe.ad juswabeurw 1s8q,, 1Y) pa1dadcde Ajppim sdeydad si |
:81e1s (Y002) 'Ie 18 e1yasag "pays

-18yeMm siyl ul payealjdwi A|SNOIAQO SI SHIAG JO aanjiey syl

&SI YDIYM—PaIR|0IA Uda( aARY ISNW IO 9AI1109)
-JaUl J3U1I3 819M SdIAIg "SpAepuels ayl Jo UOIe[OIA Ul Apeal
-|e aJe SuoIIPUOd Ussaid usym ‘paureiurew aq [Im Alfenb

187eM aUnsse |[IM sdING 18yl a1els 01 Bulpes|siw Ajje101 si 1]

‘s1oedwil Alijenb aayem aolew Buisned si yaomiau
peO. JU814N2 3y JO 82UdlSIXa AJdA 3y ‘suoydipaad pajapow
Aue puoAsq Jej 06 01 smoy) dead Buisned ‘Aousidiyys sbeurelp

saseaoul Aj1ealb peod syl JO apIsul 8yl Uo Saydlip pazijnn
1ey} ubisap peod pjo ue yey3 o palulod osfe (G66T) uosuyor

‘Ajenb asyem uo aney speo.

paulejurew Aj1ood 39848 SAIIR|INWND pue 39341pul ‘198.1P
aUl pue ‘aaueualulew Jo Mor| 8|qessasslo) Aue Jo aouedlubis
98Ul 9s0|IsIp 03 s|ie} SI13A Y.L ..'rerlgey ysiy sAnIsuss se yons
SasN [eld1yauaq JUedIUBIS Y1IM SWesdls J8Mmo| 01 UMOp 848y}
W04y pue [suueyd ayl 01 A|30a1p palsAl|ap g ued JuaWwipas
JO SJUNOWe SNOPUBWAJ] ‘SIUAAS Jjound pue w.aols Bulinp
[1e) 9S8yl UBYAA "SBUISS0U 1U8AIND 8Y1 Ulelulew 03 3 NJIYIP

Page C&R-47

Comments and Responses




A1 penb aayem Burnoadun

‘sased awos ul ‘pue Burloajouad ade sdng Apaariejnund
Jeyl uosead 01 spuels 11 “‘AJaAlap Juswipas ul
SUOI1ONPaJ 01 pea] Sa1IS [enpiAlpul 3e Sdng 41 “asn
JO awrl aylx e pauainbaa uou parjdde asyyiau auam Asyl
‘pal1eJoIA udaq J0 pajlel Jou aAey SdANg 9yl ‘suosead
9Sayl 404 ~AJUBAI]Sp JUBWIPSS BINPAA 03 A3PJ0 Ul
pairjdde saianseaw ajqeoljdde pey aney sdng Jo uoriydope
39Ul 92UlIS pPasn uaag aney eyl siuauwbas peoy ~SsdiNg

JOo uorldope ayl aours juswabeuew Jaaquil JU0j pasn uaaq
JOU aABY 3Sow pue ‘sdng 40 juswdopansp aylr o3 aonad
pa3onua3suod auam eaae 1oafouad pasodoad syl url speou
Burlsixa ayy Jo vy -eaae 3oafoad pasodoud syl ui
S924N0S juawipas HBurlsixa 01 suaiedaa pue sjuawanoadwi
18Y10 pue sdihg 40 sioedur pajedidoijue ayl

sasojosip (8-2 ybnouayl g-5 sabed “SISATYNY A90TOHAAH
ANV Q3IHSYILYM — O XIANIddY) S13a 8yl “SdiNg paepuels
01 UuOoIlIppe U] "Sajes J4aquil DYNd uo saorloead

10J 9)eJ SSOUSAI1D9))o Qusdaad g6 B pue siipne
apIM-93¥el1S Ul Sad13oedd |Je J40) 931ed SSOUSAILIDLYD
jusouad /6 e punol juaoday 11pny dNg AA3Seu04 2002 Syl

“(SISATYNY AD0T0HAAH ANV QIHSHILYM - O XIANIddY)

S133g 9yl ul pajaodad saaquwnu syl ojul pajeaodaooul

aJe sanjen asayl -sjuajenlnbs 3noaea]d 01 paubisse

S1 Jeyl Speod uo aseauadul Jo juaduad aylr sajgnop
sisAjeue si1yl ul pasn laayspeadds yo3 a8yl -~wWalsAs
peoa Burlsixa aylx Buipnpoul “salliAlloe 3sed e

WwoJaj sasealddul platAk-aslem pardadxa ayl pajeaodaodul
sey (TT-2 ybnoayy 6-D sabed “SISATYNY AD0TOHAAH ANV
@3IHSHILYM - O XIANIddY “S13a) sisAjeue ppatk-aazem ayl

“(8-2 uybnoayr §-o
sobed “SISATYNY AD0TIOHAAH ANY QIHSHYILYM - O X1ANIddY)
S13d 8yl ul pakepdsip aae Ayrijenb asyem o3 s3o9jye 8yl

-sjiwaad Jo
sajes Jaquil se yons sioafouad pauuejd ojul pajeaodaodoul
aq 40 “‘sjueub “weuabouad |4 ayy wouy awod Aew Buipuny pue

'$1084J8 SAITR|NWIND

1O SW8] Ul 13410 Yaes Woa) paysinbuilsip 10U aae om] syl
BuUIUI82U02 SUOIIPUOD JUasaad By ‘swealls eade siskjeue
10 11sodap pue 110dsuea) JUBWIPSS PeojPag PUe aul) JO S[aAd)
pa10adxa pue Juasaid ay) Jo aunso|asip arenbapeul si aaay L

*0]10 ‘UoIIeA3|D ‘19adse ‘uon

-1Ipu0d WalsAs abeureap peo.d ‘ado|s se s1019e) yons bulisapls
-u09 ‘uonisodeixnl a1ayy ‘suonelada [eireds 419y) Sepnjoul SIy |
‘Bu1bbo| pue speoa Aq pajestd sbuluado Jo $1984)8 aAle|INWND
a11s1648uAs ayi Jo sisAjeue Aue apinoad jou seop S13Qd 9y L

.'SIUBAD 1JaWUMOUS pue uled Burinp

‘uonreIUBLIPaS JUBNDASUOD pue UOISOU3 81BA3|D ||IM 1eY) S3Je)
-1NS peo. 8yl U0 JUaWIPas aAISalY02-Uou ‘a]1qow o syunowe
sno1dod e palesJd Sey d1yjedl |ney ‘palenjens speod |ney

[le UQ,, ‘sa10u (200z) sepoyy 1s160joapAy ‘108l0ad A1anoday
ealy pauang 1004481119 8yl J0 uoilebIISsAUl Ue woa- d1eud
aAlesISIUIWIpPE pue Bulbbo| 01 anp speoJ 3yl Jo asn asealdul
Ajdwis 031 anp plaIA yuswiIpas ay3 8so|asIp 01 sjre} SI3A 8y L

M990 UIMS 10J SISA[eue $103))3 aANe|
-NWIND apIM-paysiarem aulnuab e spinoad o0 pajre) S13A ayL

West Fork Timber Sale Project

Page C&R-48




"SI9A3] UBUAUND WOAJ PadNPaA
9( OSjJe pPINoOM JUSWIP3S peopaq ‘swealls 031 AuaAl]ap
JUSWIPSS Ul UOIRONPaL B UIIM “3SIMBIT ~SdAlleuddlje
uorloe pasodoad ayl JO 3JNSad B Sk asealdap 01 pajyoadxs
aJe SaA9] QuauwIpas-aul) ‘pajaodaa sy -sweauls

01 pPaJdAIap JUBWIP3S aul} JO S|ana] paldadxa pue
Juaaand Byl 8soposip (8-0 ybnoayy €-9 sabed “SISATYNY
AD0TOHAAH ANV QIHSHILYM - O XIANIddV) S13a 8yl

"8-0 ybnoayx €-0 sebed “SISATYNY AD0TOHAAH

ANV Q3IHSYILVM - O XI1AN3AddY pue GT-111 ybnoaya

ZT-111 sabed “J11 ¥3LdvHO Z6T-11 pue QI-11 sabed ‘|1
Y3LdVHD “S13Q 8yl ul paJaspiIsSuod SiI wWalsAs abeuredp peou
9yl JO UuOoIIPUOD Byl -speoda pue Burlsanuaey pasodoad
pue Bullsixa yloq uo juswabeuew pasodoud Jo s3o9j))o

oyl Burjewnlss pue suorlipuod Burlsixs HBurjepnojed

uaym auoz uorjeijrdioaud syl sspnjoul |apow vd3 8yl -2
-) pue T-D sabed “SISATYNY AD0T0YAAH ANV dIHSYILYM - O
X1AN3ddV “S13d a2yl ul pagradsap aJde saanpaocoad sisAjeue
platA-ia3em ayl -~paloNnJaISu0d speod pue siiun Buibboj
Uy310Qq Sapnjoul palonpuod sisAjeue plalA-aalem ayl

-s3iwaad Jo

ajes Jaaquil se yons siyoaload pauuepd ojur pajeaodaooul
10 “‘sjueab “‘weaboud 14 9yl woal awod Aew Buipuny pue
pozilniaoriad aue spasu aouvualulep "~saeak g Audans speod
uado pue pPald141SaA Yl0g UO SUOIRIPUOD peod Joadsul pue
‘uonlo93oad aounosaa ajeiruadouadde pue asn peoa pajroadxs
U3 ImM 93eJNSUBWWOD Speod ulejulew ‘adueuajulew dZIWIUIW
01 speod abeuew JIIMm J¥NA ‘T2 TT 9 WdY ybnoayl

- (T-D obed

“SISATYNY AD0TOHAAH ANV AIHSHILYM - O XIANIAdAY) S13d
9yl ul pajrelap saanpaosoad ol Burpuaoodoe Hurpney Boj a0
pasodoad speoJd |Je UO J0j PaluNodde Sem SaJejins peod
woJajy uorlelaban JoO Sso] “sisAjeue pparA-juawipsas ayl uj

“TT-0 ybnoayy /-0
sobed uo punoj sI SiIsSAjeue s1o9jjo-anllejnund ayl :(z
-0 abed “SISATYNY A90T0HYAAH ANV dIHSHYILYM-O XI1ANIddVY)

S130 9yl Ul punoj SI BaJe sIsAjeue ayl JO UOILIUNYSP VY

‘pauIWLIB)Bp Uda(q
10U aAeY spuaJl uonreindod pue snyeis ‘uolNgLIIsIq BjoYM e
Se X9a4) YIMS 104 10 eade 193load ayy ul anssi Je sa1oads ysiy
aAITeU 8y 10y} eyep bulioliuow 10 A10jusAaul 4o uonendod
0U $8119 S13Q 3Y_L "SuUoIIPU0d Jelgey ysiy Jo sAaAuns pue
sAanans uoirejndod ysiy s1ep-01-dn az1j13n 10U ss0p S13A dY.L

Page C&R-49

Comments and Responses




-eaJe 31o0afoud syl 4oy ajgejlene Ajjeldueull pue
Ap1eo131si1bo] sem eyl ejep juaaand Buisn Sx9940 uosuyor
pue J83AJl1S pue 3404 31S8j| 8yl J0J UOIIIBS SUOIZIPUO)
BuI3SIX3 ByYl Ul PalJIIUBPI UdBQ dARY SpuaJdl uorjejndod
pue ‘snjels ‘uollngqiJalsip 1noJdl jeouayiino adojsisam

pue 3noal1 1INg (SISATYNY SIIYIHSIH - I X1ANIddY)

S13a 8yl 40 uorriod sisAjeue-sarasysiy syl UIyIIpN

- pa3onpuod
ag PIN0D SiIsAjeue S10813)8 a3eandde Ajgeuosead

e auaym eaue 1oafouad ayy uryymm sweauls bBuraesaq

-ysiy @8soyl o3 adoos ur parrwi| SI SI3d @Yyl Jo uorjuod
S9148ysi) 8yl J0J SiIsAjeue S109J1319 8yl “840ja4ayl
~eade 3oofoad ayy uryrim swesauls Buraesaq-ysiy asoyl

01 poJedwod spniiubew jeryeds jerljuaasjlip JO AspJo
afbJe] e aAey 01 paulwiaalap Sem yoead Japdo aaybiy siyl
pue ‘eade 3129foad ayl JO SpISINO [I9M pue Weas3sumop
S1 X994) 1JIMS JO WalS ulew ayl “saraaysi) 03 1oadsau
Ul "399J4) 1JIMS JO Wa3S ulew ayl JojJ pazAjeue pue
paj1dwod jou sem 3noal 3Jeouayiind adojsisem pue Inoual
11Ng 403 ejep Buriojruow pue “AudojuaAul “uorjejndod

"S)9840 uosuyor pue aaxAuls

Uy30gq JO Ssuol3liIpuo) BullsiIxX3 8yl J0J) SUOIIDSS Sajgelden
jeligey ayy ul paqridssp aJde suolllipuod jeliqey

ysiy Jo sjuswssasse Jusdaa a9yazo -~ ([T00Z 1vdooM]
MIFHO 14IMS MHO0d 1SIM IHL NOHd SLINS3d AHOLNIANI
QYVANVLS 1VLI9VH HSId #4/Td - €-0 379vLl “S3I1Y3HSI14

- 3 XI1AN3ddY) SI3d ul pajrelsp Si X404 1SSM 3yl

Ul SuOI3IpuUOD Jeligey ysiy Burqruossep 403 eIep vH/TY
an1lelnjuenb ajep-ol-dn  "MJ404 IS9) YL Ul SIUSBWSSISSE
uorzendod 3noal 3eoayiand adojsisam pue INoAl

1INg Yy3oQq 404 pasn usaq osje sey “spusatl suorjepndod
ysij Jeasusb Jo 103eOIpUl SUO SI UOIUm “dmdd Wwouag

elep JUNOoO ppad 81ep-01-dn  "£00Z ybnoayl Ge6T woay
%404 3ISOM Ul dmdd wouay sajewrlss uorlepndod 3noual jInqg
saqua0sap (£00Z HONOYHL S66T “MIIHO L4IMS MH04 1SaM NI
SILVNILST NOILYINdOd LNOYL 11Ng - T-a 319VL “SISATIVNY
SIAIYIHSIH - 3 X1ANIddY) SI13a ayL “esaae 3osfoad syy uoy
sAanans uorjejndod ysijy ajep-o3-dn umoud e pagqradsap
pue pajrdwod sey uorliaod sisAjeue salaaysiy ayl

-paysJiarem ybnoyl UusAs 1N0 unu |JIM Y40Mm peod 10} Asuow
9l pue sweaJls eade 108load 01 sbewep [euonippe asned
Aldwis pjnoa saniAnoe 108foad 1ey) sueaw yoiym ‘swed)
aw} a|jgeuosead e ul pala|dwod aq ||IM uolIels}l|qo peol
pue ‘goueUalUIeW PROJ ‘U0IIRI0]Sa PAYSIa}eM J0) SJusW
-1ILIWI09 Y2Iym 0} 3a4bap ay3 asojasIp 10U Seop S13d dy.L

)1 aA31Yoe 01 Buipuny

urela0un Ym ‘saeak Buimoljoy ul papasu aq ||Im adueu

-g1urew ‘spaepuels 4iNg 01 dn ybnoaq aq 01 a1am speod ||

J1 UBAT "SpeoJ pJaepuels-gns Buinuiuod Jo syoeduwi pays.ial
-eM 91U04Yd BuIlnNsal Jo XsIa 8yl asojosip 01 sjiey S13d ay.L

¢suoI1eIs BuIIo]IUOW 1B PaINseaw spunowe ayl
"SA S31RLUIISS JUBLLIPAS P3J3POW S PalepljeA DHNA 3yl seH

¢suonel

-ndod Bulurejurew 10y 1030} JURII0dWI UR YINS SI JeY] 8UIS
(S13a 8y u1 pan) £66T ‘84K pue uewWalY AQ palsah
-Bns se aouabuawa A1y 10} AoAins 10U DHNQA aY1 saop AYM

West Fork Timber Sale Project

Page C&R-50




“Ayrprqisuodsaa S, 04N SI 308 JIUOD BYL YRIMm

pajeroosse uoljejuauwsjdwr Ajawil ayl JO uoljealsiulupe
9yl pue ‘uaaseyodnd ayl Jo Ajrjrgisuodsaa ayl ade
INIWNIIHOV IVS ¥3gWIL 8yl aspun paiaanod sjyoalfoud ssoyn
4o Bumoueury syl -pamopjod 89 pPInom SNOILYII4103dS
ANV SNOILYINdILS - V XIAN3ddvy ul punoj suorjejndils
“OYNd Y IM SJuswaauaby 3oeajuo) ul pagraosap

2Q pInom uoljewejdad peoJd pue “sdueusjuleuw peod
S9111A1108R uolleao0lsaa Jo bBurwil ayl -wayly aano sboj
Burpney o031 Jorad apew aq ppnNom sSpeoa uo sjuawanoadui
ding 3eyr sazeorpur “(z-11 abed ‘11 Y¥3LdvHO) SI13A 8yl

-syruwaad uo
sajes Jaquil se yons sioafouad pauuejd ojur pajeaodaodoul
9q 40 “sjueab “weabouad 4 8yl woal awod Aeuw Buipuny pue
paziyiionad ade spasu adueuajuleR) “SABdA G AUdBAD Speod
uado pue paloL43Sad Ylog UO SUOIRIPUOD peod Joadsul pue

‘uor399304d 8ounosaa ajeradouadde pue asn peod paldadxa
U3 IM 93eANSUBWWOD Speod ulejulew ‘adueuajulew 3ZIWIuIW
01 speod abeuew [IIM JINA “TZy TT 9€ WYV ybnoaylr

-spaysaayem eade 3o9flouad

8yl ul spijos papuadsns Jelol JO S|ana] punoaboeq
jeanjeu ayl wouj walsSAs peoda syl 03 parngiualje

SpIJOS papuadsns Jelol JO S|aAa] ayl ysinbuilsip

01 aJge ag }jou ppnom salis Buraojruow A3ipenb-asley
-eaJae 1o0afouad ayy o1 pajejodeaixs pue yodeasad pjail) uo
paseq S1uald1}}800 pue sanjen ylim ssaoouad ajgelreadsu
‘apqergiyuenb e si1 pue ‘(L66T) paeog ad1310e.d

3saa04 uolburyse) ayly Aq padojansp Apjerriul sem pasn
ABojopoylzaw ayl -~SaAlleuadlje uolloe pasodouad syl pue
uorlenlis luaJaind ayl usamlaq uosiaedwod e se aaylred
3INg “SanjeA 81njosge Se papualjul 30U aJde Sanjea :japouw
B S1 S13Q 9yl ul pasn auanpadouad Builpspow-Juswipas syl

-eade 3o09foud aylx uryzmm asoyly Burpnpour “spuej 3Isnial
UoO S30Npuod dm4d 3eyl sAanaans uoirlepndod ysijy snoraea
ayl Jo Aueuw jaoddns Ajjeroueury pue Ajpesrisiboyp

01 sjuaweauabe Aouabeuaazur HBurobuo sey OYNaG ~o2usabaswa
A1) 10} ASAans Jou saop JYNG uoseaa ayl si eyl
-sAanans aouabusawe A1) se yons “sAanuns uoijepndod-ysig
snorJaen Burlonpuod o) ajqisuodsad SI dm4dd pue ‘spuej
3snal 93els Jo juswabeuew ayl 404 apqisuodsaa sI JUNd

-onpo.d [10s Jo aanseaw e se 1dope ‘(686T) S48Yl0 pue 13119
Slerd
-91ew J1aylo pue sjualiinu buljdoAs pue buliols () pue
‘Sjerdayew o1uebaoul pue oluehao bulAjixolsp pue ‘Bul
-ZI[lqowwi ‘Butsayng ‘Butisyiy (€) ‘uonouny a1bojop
-Ay 11os () ‘Aianonpoad pue ‘Ajisasaip ‘Alanoe [eaiboj
-01q J0 8dueULBISNS 8y} (T) :aJe suonouny [10s Arewlid

1SNy} . uonoun4 [10s,, ssulap ( T-66-0052

INSH) uolbay UJaylIoN S,921A48S 158404 ay "AlAnonpoud

[10S Bulurejurew Jo anssi ai11ua ayl buipione st DYNJ ayL

*J9A30SIRYM 8SUaS
OU Saxeuw SIY "1ueIsuod urewsaJl 01 (spjalA daquin) ,1sa491ul,,
ay1 Bunoadxe moyawios ajiym ., Jeudes,, s,1sn41 |ooyas

ay1 Buipuads ‘108448 Ul ‘sl DHYNQA dY_L ‘pue| 1snJl Jooyds uo
SuOIIB10.4 Jale| pue ‘paIyl ‘Pu09as ayl ul uononpoad 1aquin
109)J® ‘||IM 10 ‘Sey juawabeuew Jaquil papuey-Aneay sl
MOY Bapl ou sey Ajjeal DHYNQ 3yl ..pJalA paurelsns,, se Juawl
-abeurw s)1 Bunuasaadal ajIYA “Paysialem ayl ul ssiiAnl
-oe Buibboj 1sed wouy s811s Paganisip snolIeA ayl ul abewep
[10S JO S|9A8] pUR SPUIX SNOIIRA 3y3 Saziwall Jeyl S|3Q ay1 ul
Buiyiou si aaay “eade 108load ayy ul Auianonpoud |1o0s pajoed
-wi sey Juswabeuew 1sed moy asojasIp 10U S80p S13A dY.L

‘AlAnonpoad 108)4e
syoedwil [10S aAIeBaU 3sayl Moy Jo sisAjeure ue aou Buibboj
pue Buipeo. 1sed wou) paroeduwi AjpAnrebau 1o/pue payoed

-W0J aseq pue| JO SIsA[eur S19a))a aAIlR|NWIND OU SI 8194}
1BA “(ZT-111 °d) 1un BuINd Yyoes Jo 94T 01 Y% 2T 108}
-18 Ajannebau pinod Buippiys 1eyl sebpsjmoudde S13d aylL

"uo ob ||1m Buibbo] Buibewrep

Page C&R-51

Comments and Responses




“jrun 3sandey ayl Jo
juaouad GT spoaodxa (uorloedwod “uolsoud) sioedwn Jaaylo
UlIm paurquod eade leyl agtaym pue (panowsud ade S|10S
jedaull pue Jjnp usym) juswadejdsip J10s aae sjyoedwl
[10S Jejuawialag -uorjeasauabsa ajowoad 03 paaisap Si
19131 920BJINS JO 32UBgINISIP punoib JO S|ana] 93eA8pOoN
“UOISOJ3 pue ‘uorloedwod “‘Juswadejdsip J10S dAISSIIXd
JO s1083)38 anrlebau jerjuslod ayl saziubodaua YN

“walsAs jeral

-pps BullSIXa 3yl JO UOIZIPUOD 3YJ JO UOIIRDIJIIDA
pia1) 8yl o031 uollippe ul uoijeilaidasajur ojoyd jerase
9yl JO S1INnSaJ 140daa 01 pPasIAad uaa(g sey siIsAjeue ayl
-eaue 1o03afoud pasodoad ayax ur sioedwr 3sanaey HurlsiIxo
uo elep J0j sisAjeue sp10s pajepdn ayl 01 48349y

aLUOS 1. paliwi| aq 01 A|ax1] a4e ‘1SOAA puejul ayl ul Ajae|
-nailaed ‘s1s840J 1SOIA **Saqodoiw Aq paxiy Ajjealbojoiq
SI SW)SAS008 158104 9pIsIses Ul N [[e AjleniiA ‘Bui1als
SI N puU®B $8q0J21W [10S 3S840) UaMIa( Uolle|ad a8y

‘so|dwiexa jueydodwi ade spunodwod uoui pue ‘snaoyd
-soyd anyns ‘saqoadiw Ag parelpaw aJde suaylo Auew
10 BuljaAa pue Juswanow ay1 ybnoyl y uerioduwi 1sow
ayl A|qeqoad aae pue pauollusw Usa( aARY UOgJed pue
usboalN ‘1ueld syl pue [10S 8yl Usamiaq pue [10S UIYIM
S|elajew Jo JuswiaAow pue Indul ay) 104 SHINPUOI [ed
-11119 Ajybiy spinoad o1 Aax1| aae Asyi ey 1sabbns sasss
-004d pue $a1n1on.a3s eiqoldiw Jo suondiiosep  ayl
:91e1S 66T “'Je 18 AeAueH 'S13A a8yl Aq dn usaxel Ajsrenbaspe
109[gns e 10U sI A11ARONPOAd [10S SI8MO] Teyl aoueqanisip
[elUSWILIIBP pURISYLIM 0] AlIjIge d1ayl pue ‘eaJe 108load ayy
ul SJ10s 21419ads ay3 Jo dn-axew |ea1bojolg pue [edaiwayd ay |

'0S Op 01 paubisap Ajed1411usalIds 10U aJe slpne ay}

aouls ‘Alianonpo.d J1o0s 198load-1s0d aunseaw 03 1dwiaile UsAs
J0U saop Buliojiuow dINg puy “pue] ayl Jo Alanonpoud

ay1 bunoajoad 03 se pajepljeA ussq JaAsu aA,Aay L ‘pasodoud

saanseaw uoiebiliw ayl ||e pue SdINg Sepnjoul SIY| “pale.is
-uowap uaaq Jansu sey Ayianonpoud j1os Bulurejurew oy A6o
-jopoylaw s,D4NQA ay3 Jo Aoenbape 21413uUa19s 8y} ‘4aylan4

('T-66-00G¢

INSH uoifiay uJayuoN S4SN) . -uolelgey pue yiesy uew
-ny 110ddns pue ‘Alljenb are pue aa1em adueyua 10 ulejurew
‘Aianonpoad rewiue pue jue|d 110ddns ‘sbulpunoaans sii
UIY1IM uo1iouny 01 10s 91319ads e Jo Aloeded ay | ,, se pauljap
st . Aupend [10S,, puy (‘T 'd) ..'1eaA 1ad eae 11un aad 15340}
e Aq paonpo.ud Jelssrew jue|d Jo Junowe 101 ayl,, :AlIAN

West Fork Timber Sale Project

Page C&R-52




"¥66T uoljels

UyoJaeasay uleljunowaslju] “S2IAU3S 1SaUd04 “aan3noiaby

40 Juaujaedsag "S N i@l “MOOSON "2/ ¥-d¥—LNI Jaded
Uyoaeasay -sulelunop AXo0Y 8yl JO S3Sad0) Ul Ssiugap
Apoom asuaeo0d HBurbeue) -“pe6T "~9sSaouaung-abed -S yeuaoqaq
pue ‘uuo] -Y eajeuor ‘uler -g esadayl ‘uasuabiane

4 urlaep fAsAdeH "3 uepy f°1 119SSnY “‘weyeds

“¥66T ‘It 19 weyedg Ag yoaeasad

Uo paseq aJe S|aAd] S14gap-Apoom-3sae0d J0j) speob
S.0dNQ "Spaau ajrplim pue BurjdAd JuaraInu Joj 1433131|
Qulj) pue sIagap Apoom 9sae0d Jo suoirluaodoad urelaa ol
syoafoad 3sanaey-aaquil paainbaa sey DYNQ “866T d2UIS

-]02 e1ep Burioliuow uondedwod Jaylo pue AlIsusp |ng [10s
ybnous aney 10U s30p DHNA 8yl ('6L6T ‘9]0 pue ‘Uosp3
‘usuusny) ..’Ssyoul 9T 1ses| 1e Jo Yyidap e 03 susodsp [eloe|h
Ul pa44nd20 uonoedwod adepInsgns * ‘aaowdaylin (pue)
***$3Yaul g Jo yrdap e 1e pasanddo uondedwod wnwixew
18yl Pamoys Sa1ls awos " sayoul ¢ 4o yidsp e 1e palanddo
uonoedwod ul aseaqoul JuediyIubls 31sow ay,, ybnoylje reyy
PaJaA02sIp Aay "S|10S paganisIpun ‘SA Pag4nisIp Jo suon
-eAJ95g0 paJdied Buisn sajed uonealjiyul pue ‘ssnisoiod aiod
-049BW ‘SallISusp M|Ng [10S painseaw S)S1Iualods [10S ‘$1S9.404
[euolleN pesyle|d pue 1eusalood ayl uo auop Apnis e 1o

0dNd 8y}
Aq paioubi sI S1y "paldajje Ajjeluswiiep si—eaJe pajoedwod
AU} puoAag—s|1es1 pIxs apISIN0 YMoib 8a1) ‘SpIoM Jaylo u|

"wals
AU} JO apIS BUO UBY) 8J0W UO J14el] 0] 103[gns ussq
aAeY 1.y} Jo sjieay piys Jolew Japioq Ajaso|d 1eyl
$9aJ1 [enpisal ul s1oedwi Yiwoab 1serealh ay) 10ad
-X3 ued noA ‘ajdwexa 10j ‘puels pauulyl e uj ‘ease
Bunoo. ay) Jo aiow S1a34e uonaedwod se Jsyeald
Sawo02aq os|e 1oedwi ymmolh 1oy [enusiod ay) ‘ease
ul osJe Inqg yidap ul Ajuo 10u puaIxs $100. 3311 IS
:A11Anonpoud [10s JO uoniulyap ajqeuoseal
Aue Ul paJapIsSu0d ag 1snw sjies] piys paroedwod Aj1oalip puok
-9( s1oedwi Aym suoseals apinoid (T86T) Yo1jysol pue swepy

("pPamwo suoneo feutslul)

‘aye1dn jue|d Juanbasgns 10J ajgejreAe N axew

123 pue N 8yl JO 1S0W ppe Jeyl $agqo.diw ay) sbeurw
1SNW am ‘Yyimoub 1sea0) abeuew 01 ‘snyl ‘N ajge|ieAe
-1ue|d Jo saijddns Aqg quswdojanap 118y Buranp swn

Page C&R-53

Comments and Responses




uo Buraojruow proS 3sandeyisod pajlajdwod sey JUYNA

“pajuswajdwn

JOou aJe sadnseaw uorjebiyiw pue sdng J1 And20

ued sjoedwr JI0S JO S|anaj] aaybiy -HBuruuepd preal
-pIXS pue Ssjuswleadl jednijnhdiIAjls Jo ubisap ybBnoayy
S]10S [eluawiilap ul eaJe ayl JO jusdaad GT ueyl ssaj
01 s3oevdwi JO eaJe ayl JOJIUOD O] pPapuslul aJe saansesu
uorjebiyiw pue suejd 3sanaey jJo ubisag -yimouab
paonpaJd ul }JNsSaJd ppnod pue pajoedwr agq ued jeyl
SWalSAS 31004 413yl JO uoljaod e aAey Ssjpleal pIys Jeau
S9aJ41 9yl A1 SI 31 Ing ‘spiedl ppjs 03 aduelsip
UoO paseq 109)J9 10a41p e palrjijuenb jou aney saipnis
SNOINBAd ~SIsAjeue s108]318 8yl AJ14an 03 pue siyoedul
SAISS9IX8 9ZIWIUIW 03 papusljul sauanseaw uorjebiyiw jJo
ubisep pue sjoedul J10S 0} pajejad YdJaeasald aAISUILXd
pue Apnis 1eualooy ayl Jo Buipurl ayl saziubodaua YN

"3]S a1 0] 82URQINISIP [101 Y] JO JUB2JIAd 08 SaIeald
ssed 15414 8y 1eyy pajessuowsp (266T) a4we)d pue sieig S[10S
paJnixa) aul) uj “aulydew Buibboj e Jo ssed 1S1) 8yl YIIM SW09

01 WOOT 89BLINS 8y} 03 uonIedwod ayl JO %Z9 punoy} pue sassed
1O Jaquunu yum Alisusp Yjnq 10s ui abueyd passasse (0002)
UBS|IBN puB UoSWEeI||IAA ..'[10S aU1 J3A0 Sssed 3]21YaA 1s11) ay)
YIM W9 G Inoge Jo yidap e 01 paliodas usaq aney Alisusp ing ul
sasealoul abueT,, :palealpul 18y Salpnis Iay1o palld os|e (S66T)
asaoJwng-abed ,.'891M] S10]d 8y} JaA0 Jalied Boj Jajddel

e BulALIp Aq pansiyoe sem uo119edWOD 81RIBPOIA,, ‘SA1RIS ‘4N
a|pueyued Oyep| 8y Ul [10S paduanjjul-yse J1Ued|oA uo syoed
-wi1 BuibBo| Bunebnsaaul 1iodal yaaeasal e ul ‘(£66T) assoiwng
-abed puy .. 3uswdinba Jo abessed puodas pue 111} syl Burnp
$IN220 uonJedwod 1SoW 1Byl UOIBAISSO [eJauab ayl 01 uoddns
Spua| 3nsai sy L,, :papnjouod (T66T) '[e 318 Us[InD ‘4N peayre|d
aU] pue 4N eusl00 ayl uo 1no paLed Apnis Jayloue HBuimojjo4

"uonoeduwo |10S JO S193}J3 3y} IN0Ce Suol}
-01paJad a1eanooe ayew 0] a|ge aq 0] 153404 31¥1S I31eM|[NS
a1 uo salls ybnous ul pue syidap J10s a1enbape ay) 1e pa1ds)

West Fork Timber Sale Project

Page C&R-54




-328J)4JO JO ®aue syl [043uod o3 Buruuepd

j1eal1-ps “juawdinbs paseq-punodfb uo suoi3o014]1SaU
adojs “suollipuod Jaajuim a0 Aup 03 suoijeuasado

JO UOSeas uo sjiwi] :Bummopjol a8yl ‘ol pajiwij

JOuU 8Je 3Ng “8|pnoul SaJanseauw 9sSayl -~ S)OeAIUO0D IlEeS
J9quiy ul SaJanseaw uorlebfiyiw JI1OS JO uorjejuswajdui

Je Aouabe pea] e “Sq 01 SanuUIUOD pue “usaq

sey J4dNa -3o0afoud 3sanuey pasodoad ayy uo siyoedwl

J10S 9ZIWIUIW 03 SaJanseauw uoljebHiyiw 21310ads-911S pue
SdNg Juawajdwi pgnom OYNd "UOISOJd pue “juswadejdsip
“A31susp MIng Burpnjour “sairjaadoad pros Aueuw

01 Burysanuey Jaquil JO sjoedwl aulwaslap 01 apIM-33elS
Buraolruow jros palajdwod osjpe sey JYNG -pajuswejduwi
aJaoMm sdiNg uaym (Sajes Jaquil uolsualx3y Buim3z pue aauadp
uaxoI1y)) eade 3sandey ayl Jo juaduad -zT 01 (81es
Jaqui] Ja93em]I1S J49m0T) eade 1sandey ayl Jo juaduad

6 Wwoay sjoedwn jros jo abueua e pamoys Buraojruow

SIyl} JO sjnsad syl "3Iun JsyemjjilsS uo sji1os Jejluis

Arewnud uo 1samylIoN 91419ed 3yl ul ymolb ybiay Burpass ui
uononpai uadiad-gy e,, Buipuiy Apns e 8119 ‘(686T) ‘e 18 J81I9)

‘Allenb aayem

pue AliAaionpoud j10s Builgaload Ajenioe o) saanseaw asoy)
J0 A3111g®R1134 8Y3 3S0|ISIp 01 S|Ie) 194 ‘saanseawl uoije.a01sal
|10S anbeA pue saanseaw uonebiniw uodn saljea S13Q ayYL

(10e08qY) "uoIIRWIOUI J1)103ds-81IS

pue SuoiIpU0d aduegJnisip-aid 1981481 01 paulsal Ajjenunuod

aq pjnoys sauljapinb jo sadAy asay L "yidap Joojs 158104 J0

3|1